
~y 26, 2003 

Jeanne Fox, Director 
us Bnvirormental Protectia1 Aoenc" (EPA) 
Reaion 2 ·· ~ 

290 Broa:iway 
New Yor)~, N. Y. 10007-1866 

-am-

Barrv F.ill, Director 
OffiCe of Envirc:nrnental Justice 
US Fnvironi!'.ental Protection Jlaencv (EPA) 

1200 Penns::lvania Ave., N.W. · ·· 

\\?ashinaton , D. c. 20460 

Re: RR')tlf'SI' FCR TI'!VF~IGA':':'I<N 

Ar:rarent violations of the law enCl.amerinq an Envirornnental 

Justice CCIIT.Uilitv 
in connection with NJ J'X'T'"' Project f33 (9A), the wideni.nn of 

C.orlies A:verue in l'lertune , ~. ,; • 

T'w=>.:=J r 11.1., . rox ~. ~-11: . Hill: 

I brim to ~lOUr ur<;:rent attention a v~' serious, as yet unaddressed 

situa.tion in ny l<=Mer-incx:r.le, racially-ru.xed neiC'fhborl'c:xXI. t"P.at \'lill sl':'.ortly 

place hundre::ls of far.ri.lies in grave c:lan;rer. The enclosed packet beains 

with 9 chc.r~es of violation an= fraue a<Tai..nst tre ':':'aomshir of. Nertune, the 

NJ re;:::.rt:rre."t"Jt of Transrcrtation, ~ others. I believe that ite->.s 1, 2, 3, 

4, 5 , 6 ane 9 relate especially to your Agency. ':11e rest of the rapers in the 

pacL:et are corroborat.ing doc:::unents -- of which I "P.ave a great l":"any tmre, a.nC' 

v1ruld be <;:rlad to s:r.are them \'lith you. 

\ve hope ttis letter request will suffice: hov;ever, if your cer.trlaint 

procrocre reruires specific fCiri!S, addressed to specific pers;ons, we .ask that 

you send us the farns by return mail, \-lith instructions. Also please share 

tl">.is letter arrl enclosures with an~'One you please. [I write especially to 

?1:" . Ei ll recause I believe \'<lie met several years Z!r;JO at the EnVironnental 

Neo,otiation Training at the Cl"-..arles P.otel in Boston] . 

Project ~inq fczward this year on a fast-track. '!.'he 

Project !~er, ........._, is full~.' a~r.•are tl'lctt the half-rrile right-o:F-\7ay 

i ~ heavi l :-:' ccntarl'..l!lateCl. with petrochemicals frc.rn at least 4 gas stations. 

Yet they have not followed Rtate law Ct.esi<;:rnecl to protect our neiCThbarhood 

[£ee Item ff2 arrl Dooument #3 in the enclosed pad:'.et] • 
.. 

t-'breover, by a radical 1999 chancre in tbis 45-year-old :nlan, trey 
deliberately avoided tr.e Environmental Impact Statenent (EIS) process wrich 

we un.1erstaN:l constitutes the Federal protectioos. ':"he h:i.gl"May to be widened 

goes right dC'Wl'l the mi.dc.Ue of hundreds of small, ooe-far.ily h::rnes belon<:linn 

to laver-in~ people. [We already have a ~.ozen cancer cases on only 

the western trirO. of zey streP.t, Tenth Avenue] • 

~ 



The~· are tak.incl over 70 hones by eninent darain, I!'ine arron;r them, 

for the widenin<:' ~ Route #33 (Corlies Avenue) -- and as you will note 

in Item #6, many of t hese UlJd..nc::rs were done usi.na Ccmrunity DeiJelopnent 

Block Grant funds! 

Arrl tbare is no ~otectian for our health, sa":ety arrl wel:~are 

when excavation begins -h on the wi.denin;r aJil on additional "WOrk to be 

"pi~gybacked11 on the ~oject by t'Jer'tune TO.om.ship {repair of water mains a.nd 

sewer lines) • 

~tr. John Kushwara was kine encuah to visit us here on June 29 , 

1999; hearinq our story, he told us to "rOOk for the EnVironrrental Impact 

Statement: there has to be one." That statE!'!1el!t tricr~ered O.lr investi~ation 

into t he EIS process. We ·l~. that the EI~ process in this case has been 

deliberately derailed. See Item 413 and supportina doetm;mts. [~ local 

rerorter f'hotcgraphed Mr. Kus hwara: I will try to find the clippin~ with the 

photo:;ra[i"l] . 

CUr neighborhood is sufferinq horribly f.rar, la::al an:l State govern­

Jre.>'lt actions: e.o., a 1989 oilspill we were never told abc.ut; continued ·lead 

endangennent fran a dilapidated elementary school closed· in 1986, with -

many violations and no Cede en.foroenent~ an::l no.v they seek to plow us urxler 

to bring in business. With no concern for our lives and health. 

Perhaps t imely action on ywr part, as a p.rote:tive qOV'ernnent 

aqency, can save us. I will be happy to neet. with you any t.lroe, any place, 

arrl share v1ith you the rrany documents that I •ve oollected in years of File 

Reviews at state aro local agencies. 

Please contact me as scx:m as you can. 

Sincerely, 

cc: Mr . J ohn Kusl:l..;ara 
Acting Chief , US EPA, Re:rion 2 

• 
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SlM1AFY OF l>CI'IONS BY TFE '.lOOt~ HIP OF NEPTl.TNE, 'rnf 
NEW J!F.SEY DE;PARI!~ OF TRANSPORI'A'J'ION, Jl.ND C1rf-o:ER ·• 
PFCM::YI'ERS OF l\lJ OOT PI\QTEt:T #33 (9A), 

THAT WE BELIEVE REWIRE A FUI.L AND IP.MEDIATE 
INVESTIGATION, WITH PARTIAL IX:X:t1f1ENI'ATIO!-l 

[additional doa..trnentation upcn request] • 

WE BELIEVE THESE ACI'IONS CONS'TITUI'E VIOlATIONS OF THE 
I.AVl, FFAliD I AND MI~APPROPFIATION/MIST.:SE OF GOVEFNMENI' 
FUNDS . 

April 26, 2003 

Contact t=erson: 

--



WE ASK 'TilAT VOF J1'1!'1ED" o:LY H~'FS~:J'-A'I'F. the :"olla.!ina s. and missions by 
governmental bodies ir . ..>lved in r>roject ii33(9A) of the .;eN ,•ersey Departrrent 
of ':'ransr.ortation [N,l IXJI'], the wideninct of Corlies Avenue [Route #33) fran 
Route #35 to Route #71 in Neptune ~=hip, New Jersey: 

1] VIOLATION: We are an "enviromental justice" neinhborhood as ciefine:O 
in President Clinton's Executive Order #12898: lower-incane, racially 
mised. Thus we are entitled to SJ:eeific protections as set out in 
An overview o:F Transportation arx'( Environinental ,Tustice, to be fcund 
on the Internet at 

http://Www.fhwa.dot.qov/environment/ej2000.htm 
N::lthinq was done to p:s-otect us -- not by any of the responsible a0encies. 

The entire project ri¢1t-of-way (ID<l) has long been knavn to be heavily 
contaminated with petrocherr>icals. See !XXl.'1·lENT #l taken fr= ::;-;;: >;:; 
Department of Environmental Protection's 2001 book of "Knewn Contarni­
nated Sites." DCCUMENT #2 shews the NJ DOT's awareness of the 
contamination. 

2] VIOlATION: In 1989 the Canmissioners of NJ DOT and the NJ DEP sicp:oed 
a Menorarrlum of Understandino within a 16-page "S'Il'INDARD OPFPATING 
PRCCEDt'RE FOR r1ANA.GIN3 SOIL/GFOI1·1IWATER ISS!lFS" [the SOP). !:'ee DOCUMENT 
#3. It applies where, as here, the NJ DOT plans to din into contami.'1a­
ted groun~, to protect citizens' lives and health. 

The planners admit that the entire RCJ.;' is badly contaminate:} and that 
the SOP d=mnent applies. Until t.l-Jis writer oot hold of a copv o~ the 
SOP and made it Pllblic, N.T !XF. was i=rino it. ';'hev roav na.-1 aive it 
lip-service or c:Cn:Fonn Wlth a fe;; of 1ts provisions. But t~.c !'2P 
establishes a Flew Chart, with alternatives <'.epenc1.ina on what conditions 
of contamination are found. 'fb corrply with the SOP new, t.l-Je planners 
would have to go back and beain again. Yet the project is ooinrr forward 
~' with l3 =re property acauisitions by Jlunust, 2003. 

3) FFJIDD: The FErleral rrotection ~or our lives and health in the..,~ ~~~~~" 
stances is the Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) process. The 
planners have deliberately derailed this process. 'Ihey accarplished 
this en 3/l/99 by passino Pesolution #99-151, DCCl~~ #3-A. TI1is 
Resolution radically chancres the project, fran the addition of two 
lanes to the addition of two shoulders. Ostensibly, this chanoe was 
made for "traffic safety." But at the public rneetina on March 1, 1999, 
project prarote<rs were rrore candid: the change would avoid the need 
for ufX]ated traffic studies (Congestion Management Studies, CU'i') other­
wise required by the Fed. This, they said, would avoid an 18-rronth delay. 
'Ihe change was in name only, not in project dim=ns;ions: IXJCU1ENT 8-B. 

What they did ror tell us was that the change would also ooviate the 
need for the Eilvirorunental Impact Stat:errent. [They kne;; this, and 
spoke in meetings, in oeneral tenns, about avoidina envirorrnental 
problems]. Shortly after Resolution #99-151 was passed, the Cateqori­
cal Exclusion D::x::u!rent was sicmed. J:XX:lJME'!T #4. '!he CED is only 
appropnate ·Ih t.l<e total absence of any environmental impact. I;XJClMENT #4-A. 

Thus Proiect f33(9A), with Neptune's water-main an<' se;;er worJr "piercy­
backed • ,:ipcn the NJ DOT work, is goim fonvard \'lith. no protection for 
us against serious disease from the excavation and stocl:pilinq of 
danaerous chedcals. 
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4] VIOIA'IION: . _ are a seaside resort subiect h.. 0\FRII. laws and reou­
lations; see page 3 of the Categorical Exclusion Document [DOCU}~ 
#4] • Despite nlli1Erous OPRA reouests, we have seen no evidence of 
CAFRA compliance. 

5] VIOlATION: There are Clean Air issues noted on the 2nd parre of the 
Catecrorical Exclusion Document. New Jersey is a nonattainment zone 
for ozone under EPl\ standards. Despite numerous OPPA requests, we have 
seen no evidence of compliance with the Clean P..ir Act. 

6] VIOLATION: Despite .state and FEderal re<TUlations and guidelines 
urgino citizen participation, the public has had little or no input 
and many citizens oprose the project. It is purely politician-driven 
and ·it is na-1 on a fast track -- havino been delaved manv times since 
its inception in the earlv 1960s. '!he. rationale beino olven is 
"traffic· safety." But traffic proble:JS chanae a lot in alnost 50 
years. The planners are usin9 stu::lies that are nearly 20 years old. 

We b~an to look for other underlyina reasons. We looked at t.'1e 
Starch Encrineerina "Prelir:linary Engineerina Stu::ly ReJ??rt for the 
Widenifi9 of lbute #33 (1953) Section 9An dated Nover:ber 1994 and 
rev~sed Apnl 1996. In Appendix Ewe fOtiDc' Neptune's in-house 
rranorandun of 3/18/81 reciting that NJ oar 

has given the .•. project its lowest priority (Priority #3), 
•lhich in effect means the project is in suspense. 

A feN m:::mths later (7/14/81), tryino for a higher priority, 
the Clerk-Administrator of Neptune Township wrote a letter to the 
Assistant camri.ssioner of NJ oar. This is paragraph 4: 

The Route 33 wi&nina project is one that has been 
pendina for sore years new, and in anticip-ation of same, 
the Tcwnship has camrited (sic) over $500,000. of CDBG Funds 
to help revitalize this area. All ruture CDBG applications 
are conditioned on this project, and it is the concern of 
the qover!Yllent body that should t:.'1is project be shelved, 
Neptune 'Jbt.lDShip cOuld suffer a decrease in the :"unding levels 
OCJW beina received. 
[See IXlaJMEN'IS #5] 

We seardled Neptune/CDBG files at the County Cbrrrnun.i ty :Olanninc: 
Office in Freel'lold, in the f!.all of Feco:rds Annex; and the archives 
at Hanalapan Library. lve found that this substantial and recurrinq 
HUD :fundina can be used in a variety of ways as deteiltlined by 
each municipal governr:ent. But they ta=.et income-eligible areas 
and the Fed insists t.'tat t.'te "unes nust prinarily benefit low- to 
middle-income persons. 

DOCUMENT #6, cbtained on 4/24/2003 fran the Count:'! Plannincr Office, 
surrmarizes all of the Neptune erne projects fran 1975, when the 
program began, to the present. Neptune has used its CDBG r:oney 
for basically three Jr..inds of projects: 
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[and note they ,,ave concentrated on the BradlE:'_z Park/1'!idtC!NI1 area, as 
indeed they must since our lcwer incomes make us CIBG-elioible]: 

street improvements 
aa:JUisition, derrolition, relocation 
housing rehabilitation! 

Have the street improvements been done ~or the benefit of the present 
residents? We believe not, in via-1 of the many hanes being derrolished, 
and the many families being displaced, along with the street improverrents. 
See IXCUMEN'IS 117, especially 117-2 and it7-8. We believe the street . . -- --lJllprovernents; are beincr dcne in anticipation of the influx of canmercial 
establishm=nts where Our hares once stcod. 

There is much evidence that Neptune is worJr.ing to transfonn our 
res1.i'!ent1.al carrnuni ty into a ''business dcwnt<Mn", as part of the 
"ratables chase", and that the real benef1.c1.ar1.es of the street 
improvements will be for-profit developers and corporations. 

Neptune crovernment since 1975 has consistentlv used CIBG ftrnds to 
take away poor people 's property unC!er the harsh aovernment rower or 
ElPinent D:rnain; to displace the residents and danolish or board-up 
their hanes [in a highly inflated real estate market with very scarce 
affordable housing]. The Lmpact has clearly been oppressive on 
the people a.ffl. destructive of their cornmmity. Eviction fran one's 
heme of ~· years is not a benefit. And it is still croinn on. 

It smacks of corruption that these planners and roliticians, v;hile 
avcwin(f to County CIEG funders that, Ch yes, their projects wi·ll 
benefit the "lcwjnod.s;", have been using these well-intentioned dollars 
to invade and capture propertv in a manner not si9IJificantly different 
fran the RJrnan hordes or Attila the Hun, except that the Neptrme 
stratacrEm is cloaked in legality. 

DCCUMENTS #7 are culled fran a great many evidences of the 'ItM!l-
ship's real intentions. Township <'overnnent is pursuing a mysterious 
"Midt= Revitalization Project:• :of which CDBG knows nothin'1. c..':gfr~ 
is also a plan ironically entitled "Neptune 'ItMnship I-lidtC!NI1 ~rese'r­
vation Prcgram" and a "Neptune TCNmship !Jti.dtcwn Neighbomcx:x'!"Ehlpc:Mer­
rrent Plan" [rrore irony]. There are new changes to the Zoning Map 
and the Master Plan. There is a IDvenber 2002 "RedevelCJI;irellt Zone 
Map" which opens up n:ore than 1/3 of the 'I'c:Mnship to Eininent D::rna:in 
for the benefit of private developers! See IJ<XllMENT #7-8. In her 
news article (!XlCUMENI' #7-1) 1 Mayor Patricia »::mroe ecstatically 
reveals her visions for our pro:rerty. Already 1 parcels in the RCl'/ 
that once held hones are beinq transfe=ed to corporations. 

1 rn the CIBG/Neptune files we fOund no details about rn:meys allegedly 
sr:ent on "housincr rehabilitation." VirgLnia E'dvards of the County 
Planni.ng Office explained that these records are confidential rmder 
the Privacy Act. Thus we must take it on faith that "housinq rehabi­
litation" was actually done. 
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r..ve should note parenthetically that, in these times of econanic dONn­
tum, t-.eptune "revitalization" is as likely to fail as it lias done so 
tracdcallv in our sister citv, ~sbur.' :Park. Al Pac~'s mvie "Citv 
By the ~" "VIas filmed on location in Asburv Park~ It sho-JS the -
horrors of failed. "redevelo~nt": unkempt vacant lots, ooarded-up 
hanes, displaced peoole and a truly blimted, crir.':e-ridden "WaE zone" 
landsca~. 

Neptune's arrbitious 19-buildinq Garden State Hi-Tech Park has alreadv 
stalled, probably permanmtly, · just after they cut down the trees ·· 
arrl paved ~ piece of road~ . One of that project's c1evelo~rs, .. 
-, ~s beinq ~nvesticrated the FBI ani the u. S. P.ttomey ~ along 
'Wi'th"'"Ney.~tune b\SJ..nessrnan for fraud and corruption • . 
See the many ~.sbury Park Press available on the Internet.] 

7) FRAUD: Havinq chanqed fran lanes to shoulders {see itan 6 above], 
thus avoidin9- the eMs requirement for uf(lated traffic studies, 
the planners seem to be basing the ''need" for Proje:::t #33(9A) 
primarily on projections to the year 2018, when the 'I'ONnship 
~ently e:xpects to have replaced the hones with businesses; 
see I:lC:X:UMENI' 10 1 a l/18/99 letter to NJ DOT frorn their traffic 
ccnsultant .1n which the consultant advises that 

[p]rojected future traffic volumes \vere develor:ed using 
the land use stu&( prepared in the ori<?inal CMS rep:>rt 
f.or the newly generated traffic resultina fran developnent 
and redeveloJ'l"lE!l t o~ properties alonq the corridor. 
IXX"tlMENJ.' 10 

- -~ the Project ~anaqer, told us that he had seen a 1980s 
traffJ..c study that shewed a decrease in volur:e, but that they 
were "projecting 20 years into the future." 

Also see the three separate and distinct "Foute 33 Traffic .llnalysis" 
documents produced by the consultant, URS C-einer Wocx:!ward Clyde of 
New York City 1 en December 9, 1998; Januacy 4, 1999; and r-'.arch 4, 
1999, apparently produced to justify on "traffic safety" grounds the 
Change fran lanes to shoulders. 'Ih~ are too volumimus to reproduce 
here, but are avpilable upcn your request. 

'Ihus there may be no present need for this costly project. Upiated 
traffic studies srould be required. 

Another kind of FRAUD on the part of the praroters has been to lunp 
together intersection accidents and accidents along the half-mile 
stretdl of road-lay. 'Ihey are different. 

8) FPAUD: '!his is part of Item #6 above, but I give it a separate 
class ilication as a different k.i.nC of misappropriation of Ht.iD' s 
CIBG funds. 

DOCUMENT #6 suqaests that in 1979, 1980 and 1981, Neptune sought . 
and receJ..ved ciBG noneys in part for a proPJsed camunity center 
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IN St»lARY: 

in our area. We leamed from the .llrchives at':Manalapan Library that 
this CQ1MJJ1ity Center was to have occupied Block 198, lots 773-776, 
which is VJhere Huntington Avenue meets ~-'.yrtle P.venue. [As a 
citizen, I knew nothinrr of this]. 

'Ihere is nothinq at that site ta:lay but.a shack and an empty lot. 
other than the Senior Center (1987, see L'OCW!ENI' #6) I kno.v of no 
other Cormnmity Center in our area. When I asked the To.-Jllship Canrrittee 
at their last I)leet..ih4J· en 4/14/2003, Carrnittee:rran Krimko told rre they 
had "considered it frcm .ot.ime to t.ime." 

'Ihere may be sene explanation for this , but it certainly needs t;:o be 
looked into. 

9] EITIDEI\CE OF 'IHE TRFE INI'Et-1'1' OF TilE TOvU3HIP GO\IERN!I1ENT: In 
destroyJ.ng people's hares, the "IO.vnship purported to be =ing 
'blight" and upcrradinrr the neiahbomocd. 

'Ihe rrost glarina 'blioht" upon our neinhbomocd has been the closed 
Bradley Pa:r:k School. "his elementar<_! school \vas closed in 1986, 
ostensibly for uncorrectable asbestos and lead oontamination. It 
was sold to b.vo out-of-to.vn real estate speculators/developers 
for $100,000 [it's a 75,000 so. ft. property frcntina on three 
streets]. 'Ihe new o.vners failed to r.aintain it. 'Ihere are 20+ 
cbvious Code violations and no doubt many more inside. 'Ihere is no enforce!l)ent, 

In an area where children have no place to play, the bin playgr01IDd 
remains fenced-in and unkempt. For nany years, children oongre:-rated 
in the front yard and sat on the steps in flaking, p::Md.erina lead 
paint chips. ['Ihere is no" a chain-link fence closely surrounding 
the building] • 

After many years of t!-:e neiqhbors' grassroots activism, with 
news articles and TV seoments to help us, the 'Itwnship has finally 
ccmrenced a le;al proces:s to raze the school and make a playg=und 
for the children. But after alrrost 2 years, the eyesore still stands. 
'Ihis will be the 17th sumner that our children will have to play 
in the street. 

' DOCUMENTS 9 are selected. clippings and flyers frcrn our long strugcrle 
to get our "IO.vnship eovernrrent to do sorrethino about Bradley Park School 
an:1 about our children's lack of space for recreation. 

IT IS l'NACX:EPTABLE TEAT NEP'TI1NE GIJ\/ERN1ENT SHOULD HAVE IGNORED 
FOR MANY YEAPS THE HFl\J)IH, SAFEI'Y 1\ND WELFAFE OF MID'KWN. 

IT IS UNACCEPJ'ABLE 'THAT NEP'I'UNF C~1EN':' Nlv l'.CTS 'I'O DFSTEOY 
<lJR :U:W-INCClJ'E, RACIAILV DIVF..RSE, LO!n>'I'ANDING RESIDENTil'L 
NElliBOFH<XlD 'IO GIVE OUR lAND TO 'lliEIR FAVORED DEVELOPERS. 

IT IS OUTRAGEOUS 'IHAT THEY SHOUlD BE .AI.Ia'JED TO 00 THIS USING 
FEDERAL/HlJD/crnG rDI\lEYS INTENDED TO ENHAOCE OOR HFALTH, SAFEIY 
li.ND WELFARE. 
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rRoM zoot t:P -ryolf.)~ 
•
1 /<NOWN CO,.f/f\IJ..I. ,-fTC.l> S!TES-'{Pv-r o:!T.E'! "-~ ~Ef')-

KCS-NJ County- Municipality Listing (2001 Edition) 
County and Municipality: MONMOUTH NEPTUNE TOWNSHIP 

A SITES WITH ON-SITE SOURCE(S) OF CONTAMINATION 

Site Name 

Contact Case Number 

MAIN STREET & STOCKTON AVENUE 
BUST 0245955 

MIDI.ANTIC BANK PARKING LOT 
SUST 0326685 

NEPTUNE SEWAGE PUMP STATION 
BFO-S 930541 

NEPTUNE TOWNSHIP MUA PUMP STATION 
BFO-S 930764 

NEPTUNE TOWNSHIP SANITARY LANDFILL 
BFO-CA 930673 

NJ BELL TELEPHONE NEPTUNE TOWNSHIP 
BUST 0066279 

NJ DOT ROUTE 33 SECTION 9A 
BUST NJL800531253-001 

OCEAN GROVE HARDWARE 
BUST 0236351 

PARK CHEVROLET INCORPORATED 
BFO-S 200005230 

QUALITY SERVICE STATION 
BUST 0078780 

SHARK RIVER HILLS MARINA 
BUST 0041384 

• 

SHELL SERVICE STATION NEPTUNE TOWNSHIP 
BUST 0047153 

SUNOCO SERVICE STATION NEPTUNE TOWNSHIP 
BUST 0148250 

SZOKE COMMUNITY BUILDING 
BUST 

TELREX 

BUST 

WELSH FARMS 

BUST 

0322887 

200007126 

0190938 

Site Address 
Case Status • Status Date 

MAIN ST & STOCKTON AVE 
ACTIVE - 3122193 

60 NEPTUNE BLVD 
ACTIVE - 4/20/99 

' 
RIVERSIDE DRS 
PENDING - 5117193 

LAIRD AVE 

PENDING - 716193 

BANGSAVEW 

PENDING - 6/25193 

111111THAVE 
ACTIVE - 3/26/91 

RTE33 

ACTIVE - 11119/99 

51 MAIN AVE 

ACTIVE - 1/13193 

2100 RTE 66 
··pENDING - 5117/00 

708 RTE 35 S 

ACTIVE - 2/9/00 

149 RIVERSIDE DRS 

ACTIVE - 7/9/96 

FORTUNA TO PL 

ACTIVE - 4/12/90 

3321 RTE33W 

ACTIVE - 3114/94 

10 RTE35 

ACTIVE - 7124198 

216RTE 35 

PENDING - 7112100 

703 OLD CORLIES AVE 
ACTIVE - 9/5190 

48 SITES WITH ON-SITE SOURCE(S) OF CONTAMINAnON 

Site Identifier 
ConlroURemedial Action Type 

NJL000059576 

NJL800143174 

NJL880000575 

NJL000063149 

NJD980773774 

NJD980652549 

NJL800531253 

NJL600156574 

NJL880003702 

NJL800528325 

NJL800201634 

NJD986588325 

NJD986571974 

NJL800393779 

NJL800386948 

NJL600121339 

IN NEPTUNE TOWNSHIP 



AVJ;NU!:>) 

WIDENING 
1ITS: ROUTE 35 TO IWUTI:> "/l lLU.KL.LJ:>::; 

~-~CRIPTION: INTERSECTION IMPROVEMENTS 
REGION: 3 LEAD UNIT: ~IGN 3 

AND POSSIBLE 
PRIORI (# IF LOCAL AID) : 

COUNTY: MON Tv.•.l'i: NEPTUNE TWP 
FEDERAL #: JOB #: 8710180 FEMIS #: 
FEDERAL CONSRUCTION: JOB CONSTRUCTION: 
ADVERTISE DATE: / / CONSTRUCTION END DATE: I I 

--------------------------------------------------------------------------------
DBNUM: 170 HW PROJECT MANAGER: THOMAS/MOORE 
DATE OF HAZARDOUS WASTE SCREENING: 09/23/88 
UST SITES: 0: VAR IMPACTS 
ECRA SITES: NONE 
LANDFILLS: NONE 
ASBESTOS: Possible • CHROMI,UM SITES: NONE 
PERMITS: NONE 
MIS~JJUANEOUS: NONE 
STATUS: UST 
RESOLUTION DATE OF H.W. ISSUES: I I CODE: NO-SCH 
REMARKS 

COMMENTS: 
Several UST displacements are possible. Rescreening needed. 

An updated evaluation of the project area was done by Storch 
Engineers on 7/10/96. A further assessment was done on 12/17/96 by 
BES (Moore). Of the eight UST sites in the corridor, Phase 1 plans 
appear to show only four will be affected by the project. Amoco and 
Exxon stations at the Rts 33 & 35 intersection and an Exxon and 
former Gulf at the Rts 33 & 71 intersection all have DEP en:'ors~rr:ent 

cases and appear to be in the proposed ROW. 

Preliminary indications are that sampling will be needed for these 
sites. A final determination will be made once DEP files have been 
reviewed and more detailed plans have been examined. 

' . 
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NEHORANDUH OF UNDERSTANDING 
BE'JVEEN mE 

NEW JERSEY DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL PROTF.CTION 
AND TilE 

NEW JERSEY DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 

This Memorandum of Understanding by and between the New Jersey Department of 
EnvironmP.ntal Protection (hereinafter "NJDEP") and the New Jersey Depart~:~•nt 
of Transportation (hereinafter "NJDOT") iR executed pursuant to the 
provisions af N.J.S.A. 13:1D-l et seg., and the Solid Vaste Hanagement Act, 
N.J.S.A. 13:1£-1 et ~:. the Spill Compensation and Control Act, N.J.S.A. 
58:10-23.11 et ~-, the lister Pollution Control Act, N.J.S.A. 58: lOA-1 et 
seg., and the Environmen~al Cleanup Responsibility Act,_N.J.S.A. 13:1K-6 et 
seq. 

VHEREAS, NJDEP is charged with the responsibility · of protecting ti1e 
environment and the public health, safety And welfare pursuant to. the 
provisions of N.J.S.A. 13: lD-1 et seq., and the Solid Waste Hanage.ment l.r.t, 
N.J.S.A. 13:1£-1 et seq., the Spill CompensRtion and Control Act, N,j,S.A. 
58: 10·23.11 et ~·, the Water Pollution Control Act, N.J.S.A. 58: lOA-1 et 
!.!.!I·• and the Environmental Cleanup Responsibility Act, N.J.S.A. 13:1K·6 <t 
seq., and 

V!IER£AS, NJDOT is charged with the responsibility of the develop111ent and 
promotion of programs to foster efficient and economical transportation 
senir.es in the State and the preparation or plans for the preservation, 
improvement and expansion of the public transportation system,· with speciol 
emphasis on the coordinsticn of transit modes and the use of rail rigots of 
way, highways and public streets for public transportation purposes pursuant 
to the ·provisions of the Transportation Act of 1966, N.J.s.&:: 27: lA-1 et seq. 

VHER£AS, NJDOT has. the authority to acquire lands or rtghta therein whether 
for immediate or future use by gift, devise or purchase, or by condemnation 
u provided in the Eminent Domain Act of 1971, N.J.S.A. 2(1:.)-l M aeg. 
pursuant to N.J.S.A. 27:7-22, and 

WHEREAS NJDOT has acquired, is in the process of acquiring, or aay acquire 
in the future, properties for the purpose of constructing tran6portation 
projects, IIJlci these properties may have soil and/or ·&round vatu 
contalllinstion wh.tch aruat' be investigated_ IIJld remediated, and acqubition of 
aucb prope:rUea ioay triger the Environmentll] Cleanup· RupoDsibility Act, 
N . .J.S.A. 13: J.Jt-6 ~ seq.; and 

WHEREAS close coordination between NJDOT and NJDEP is required in order for 
both depa:rtaents to appropriately and effieiently carry out their re~pective 
statutory obligstiona; and 

WHEREAS staff fra. both Departments have drafted and finalized the attached 
Standard Operatin& Procedure for Managing So11/Groundwatar' ContaainatioA 
Issues (hereinafter "SOP") l.lld have consulted with technical and haal staff 
before finalizing the SOP; and 



WHEREAS this SOP delineates a step by step process to be followed by NJDOT 
and NJDEP for the purpose of evaluating environmental conditions at 
properties already acquired or to be acquired by NJOOT, and for the purpose 
of coordinating implementation of remedial actions at those properties whore 
remed!ation·ia necessary. 

NOll, 11{EREFORE, NJDOT and NJDEP agree to follow the provisions of the SOP 
henceforth during development of NJDOT projects and agree to adopt 
modifications it as deemed necessary by both Departments . 

• 

N 
6!30&r 

Date · 

. ' 
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Preface 

This Standard Operating Procedure (SOP) details a coordination process 
betYeen the New Jersey Department of Transportation (DOT) and the New Jersey 
Department· of Environmental Protection (DEP) regarding the assessMent and 
handling of all transportation projects which involve the acquisition of 
properties with soil contlllDination and/or ground water contuination. The 
primary units responsible for assuring applicstion and coordination of this 
SOP shall be the Bureau of Environll!ental Analysis (OOT), tha Responsible 
Party Cleanup Element (DEP) and the Industrial Site Evaluation El~ent 

(DEP). . This SOP shall allow for timely and technically sound site 
investigations/remediatit>na for DOT's property acquisitions that may or may 
not trigger the provisions of the Environmental Cleanup Responsibility Act, 
N.J.S.A. 13:1K·6 ~ ~· (ECRA). This SOP delineates a step by step process 
to be used as guidance by the two agencies in addressing all site 
investigations and remedial actions required for each property. For those 
properties already acquired by DOT, they shall integrate said project with 
this SOP at the appropriate step to the extent feasible. A key element in 
the SOP is to resolve those cases where contamination ia found, under both a 
schedule acceptable to DOT and according to o technical plan acceptable to 
the DEP. Both parties agree to perform the necessary raviews sa outlined in 
the SOP in order to facilitate the construction of important public 
transportation projects. This SOP should tl.ereby facilitate the goals of 
both agencies. Thia SOP does not confer any right a upon third parties. 
Step numbers in this SOP refer to the flowchsrt identified. as Attachment 1. 
This SOP is comprised of both this narrative and the Attachment 1 flowchart. 

STEP 1 

Levels of Action AssessMent (LOAA), Environmental Asaesement (EA), 
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS), Executive Order 53 (E053) Docume~t 

DOT conducts contamination investigation~ according to tha magnitude of 
the project 'a potantial effect on the environaoent, during the plannin& 
and design atages of the project. The source of information at Step 1 
would be fros three stages of projAct development LOAA'a or 
environmental docUIDenta (EA, !IS, E053). The unit within DOT, which 
shall lead in this coordination process unless otherwise noted by DOT, 
aball be the Buraau of Environmental Analysis .(hereinafter BEA). 

A LOA!, vhf,cll ia DOT' a asaesalllent procedure, applies to· all federally 
funded DOT projects, and is used to evaluate and clusify the degree of 
envu-ntal study a project requires. Aa '• result of the LOAA, s 
coat~ainatlon screenin& effort. 11 conducted which aay include 
pral!Joinary environmental sampling referred to as the "Firat Phue 
Effort". For state funded projecta which are subject to !.xecuthe 
Order 53, a coatuination screenina will be conducted aa part of the 
E053 Docua.nt. 

Technical atudiea ara conducted as part of an EA, EIS, or &OS) 
DocWBent. The contamination technical study, which b referred to u 
the "Second Phase Effort", includes eampling/ruediatio!l, altornativea 
anaiyab and associated coat eatiaates. For those project• where 
environmental docWBenta are not warranted (generafly saell scale 
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projects) but where contamination is identified, 
snail. be conducted as part of the projP.Ct 
identified as the Final Contamination Study. 

STEP 2 

a Second Phase Effort 
design Bnd shall be 

Preliminary Assessment Site Investigation with Preliminary_[_~~ 

DOT screens transportation projects during the LOAA. If an environmental problem is identified, a more extensive investigation is conducted at the Environmental Document or Design Stage. 

DOT shall use the DEP' s. Preliminary Asse~sment format as guidanc .. for this screening. This format may be changed by DEP from time to time. DEP shall provide DOT with the most current format, in case of such change. 

DOT shall use DEP' s Field Sampling Procedures Manual ss guidance when conducting any sampling. This manual may be changed by DEP from time to time. DEP shall provide DOT with thr. most current manual, in case of such change. 

Upon DOT's request, DEP shall provide preliminary BpplJcability determinations regarding sites potentially subject to ECRA. 

STEP 3 

Results of Sampling Provided to DEP Coordinator and Owner/Operator 

DOT shall submit First Phase Effort sampling results to DEP's Transportation Coordinator within the Division of Hazardous Vaste Management 'a Bureau of State Case Management for review and coarnent within forty-five days after DOT's receipt and completion of data validation. 

The DOT will provide' property owners and operators with copies of First Phaaa Effort aamplin& niUlta 11 appropriate.,- When providing such results, DOT shall indicate that DEP's Transportation Coordinator Ja the party to contact for interpretation of the reaulta. 

STEP 4 

Decision Point for Necessity of Second Ph~se Effort 

DEP'a Transportation Coordinator shall review· the raaulta of the Firat Phaae Effort sampling results. If the .Tran.aportation Coordinator deta1111ines that the site ill free of buardoua aubatancajvuta contamination, it shall be considered a clean aite ·and Second Phaaa Effort sampling shall not be required. If a site is considered cleaa, a determination reaerding ECRA involvement ill p11raued (proceed to Step 4-1). If upon review of DOT's First Phase Ssmplina results, the D&P Transportation Coordinator determines . that a Second Phase Effort fa necessary, then the Transportation Coordinator shall formally notHJ DOT's Bureau of Environmental Analysis (proceed to Step 5). 

-J 



STEP 4-1 

Clean Site, ECRA Applicability Decision Point 

As detailed in Step 2, DOT's Preliminary Assessment will identify those property(ies) identified which may be subject to ECRA. For those propertie• that are not subject to ECRA, the coordination process pursuant to this SOP ends. For those properties that are subject to ECRA, the coordination process continues at Step 4-2. 
STEP 4-2. 

• 
Notify Appropriate DOT Units Regarding ECRA Applicability 
The 1!-ppropriate DOT units will be notified by DOT's BEA that ECRA coordination may be required. Those units shall include as appropriate but not be limited to: 

- Division Regional Engineer 
- Division of Bridge Design 
- Division of Roadways Design 
- Division of Traffic Engineering and Local Aid - Division of Right-of-Way 

STEP 4-3 

DOT Final Desi&n Process Proceeds 

Although a site may be subject to ECRA, at this point it has beerr identified as being clean (either based upon site assessment or as a result of private party remediation), and the design of the subject project proceeds. 

STEPS 4-4, 4-5, 4-6 

DOT's Division of Right-of-Way (ROW) Conducts Appraisal of Property(ies)/ROW Contacts Owner with Offer Letter 

As part of the ROW acquisition process DOT conducts apprahals of property(iea). DOT's Division of ROW eubmita to tha property ovner its standard "offe,r latter'' to purchase said proparty. Pursuant to the ECRA regulations, specifically N.J.A.C. 7:26B-1.6(a) • "receipt 'by tha ovner or operator of an offer letter to purchaaa issued 'by a condesning authority" triggers the ECRA process. In addition to tha "offer letter" • DO't shall concurrently submit to tha .proparty ovuer an ECRA notification letter (aee Attachment 2). Th!a htter shall infona the recipient of ECRA regulatory responsibilities as set forth 1n N.J.A,C. 7z26B-l at aaq. The recipient shall ba directed by DOT to contact the DEP's Industrial Site Evaluation Element for further infot'IIAtiO!l and assistance. DOT shall provide the Industrial Site Evaluation Elament with a copy of the notification letter sent to the owner. 
Complianca with ECRA is tha reeponalbility of the ovnar/oparator, over which DOT hae no control. Since at thh stage the property h&8 been 
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determined c to require further investigal ·'• DOT shall proceed with its property(ies) ecquisition(s) independent of the ownerfoperator compliance schedule. DEP shall notify POT when the ECRA process has been completed. 

STEP 5 

Property Contaminated - Further Action Required 

Upon review of the results of DOT's First Phase Effort regarding a particular site, DEP may determine that the cont8r.lination detected must be further investfgated. Prior to continuing with Design or ROW acquisition several agency (DOT and DEP) decision steps are required. Proceed to Step 6. 

STEP 6 
.. 

DEP Prioritization for Case Assignment 

All available information regarding a site will be forwarded by ~OT to the Bureau of Planning and Assessment (BPA) within the DEP' s Di•lision of Hazardous Vasta Management. Prioritization for C88ft sasignment at DEP will be based upon various agency· criteria, including out not limited to public health and safety concerns. If BPA determines that • site is a high priority, proceed to Step 7. If a low priority determination is made, proceed to Step 6-1. 

On .Federal Aid projects, concurrent with DEP's prioritization proceu, DOT shall notify the l'ederal Highway Administration that the iJEf hu determined that contamination exists within the proposed project limits, and that this coordination process is proceeding in order to address the contamination iasue(s). 

STEP 6-1 

DEP Determination of Low Priority; DOT Al~ernativea Eyaluatiog 

Vhen DEP makes a low priority determination, DEP shall notify DOT ad then DOT shall consider reassessing the proje~t' a sli&XUMD.t and stQpe in the followina ways: 

Possible relocation of align,.ent to avoid contui.aate4 property( !as) • 

Possible reduction of ROll acquisitioil <•·I·, reduce 1*11•, reduct! Oil in n11111ber of lanes) or ·alternate design (e. I·, retainina valls). 

If the DOT raaaseaament results in a de~iliOD that the project alignment can be modified to avoid the contaalnatad property(ies), tiM coordination process reverts to Step 4-1 or Step 2 dapendJ.na oo tiM ·nature of tha projaet modification. 

-s-
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If the DOT assessment determines that avo "lee of the contaminated 
property( iec. in question is not feasible, then DOT shall decide 
whether or not to commit its own resources in order to investigate and 
remediate the property(ies) in question. If DOT chooses this approach, 
this process proceeds to Step · 8·3 and DOT proceeds with all 
investigations and remediations necessary related to tbe properties to 
be acquired. 

STEP 7 

DEP Determination of High Priority; Case Assignment in DEP 

If DEP determines •hat site conditions at a property (or properties) 
warrant assignment to a DEP unit for promotion of site investigation 
and/or remediation by the potential responsible party {PRP), proceed to 
Step 8. 

STEP 8 

Potential Responsible Party Cooperation D~termination 

The DEP shall contact the PRP(a) lilld inform said party(ies) of the 
environmental concerns associated with the property. DEP shall require 
the PRP(s) to enter into a control mechiUlisa (e.g., Administrative 
Consent Order) and conduct the appropriate level of site 
investigationfremedistion. Implementation schedules within the 
proposed control mechanis~ shall be mutually developed by DOT and DEP. 
If the PRP( s) is cooperative, this coordination process proceeds to 
Step 9. If the PRP(s) is nut cooperative, proceed to Step 8-1. 

STIP 8·1/8·2 

DEP and DOT Strategy Session/Case hy Case· Alternatives Review 

If the PRP(a) !a not cooperative with reaard to aite 
investigation/remediation, DOT and DEP will meet to determine tne 
appropriate atrsteay. Alternatives shall be discussed on a case by 
ceae baaia which may include but not be lfmlted to: 

The DEP shall consider issuing a Spill Act Directive to the 
PRP(s) at thia step in the procua, to provide for tbe 
pouible recovery of the public dollars to ~ ezpanded. The 
DOT' c~ita funding for and impleJMDta a full Second Pbau 
Effort, . but only for the ROW portion of the affected 
property(! .. ). The non-ROW portiona would be the 
responsibility of DEP. In this scenario, tbia coordination 
proceaa proceeds to Step 8-3. 

OR 

The DEP taltea the lead ancl coc.ita funds to conduct 
investigation/remediation of tho site in queation. This 1117 
be accomplished by the issusncP. of a ·"spill Act Directive" to 
the PRP(a) requin.,g remediation. If the PRP(s) does not 
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ST£P 9 

comply with the Directive, the•· the DEP aho!l proceed with 
he committed funds mention< above, to implement the 

appropriate activities. DEP would then ultimately pursue cost recovery from the PRP(s). 

OR 

DoT may again reassess the project to either avoid the 
subject property(ies) or utili7.e an alternate design (Go to Step 6-1). 

. ' 

PRP Proceeds Wit6 Investigation/RemediatiqQ 

Upon entering into a control mechanism (e.g.; Administrative Consent Order) with tha DEP, t:he PRP(s) shsll procaed to implement a RI/FS (Remedial Investigat:ion/Feasibility Study) ond remedial· action for the property(ies) in question. 

ST£P 10 

Honitorin& of Implementation by PRP 

Tha DEP shall track tha PRP's implementation of the RI/FS sod remedial action as deta.iled within tha control m<>chsnhm mentioned in Step 10 above. The DEP shall keep DOT fully info=ed regarding the PRP' s progress. 

If the PRP(s) fails to comply with the requireroenta detailed in the control mechanism (such as the implementation schedule or technical requirementa), DEP and DOT shall convenA a strategy. session to discuss options available, such as: 

litigation 
monetary penalties 
DOT aaeWiing responsibility for cocpletion of second phaae 
effort only on ROW portion (for this option, proceed to Stap 8-J). . 

If the PRP is in compliance with tha control mechaniaa, proceed to Step 11 •.. -. .. _ .. ~- . . 
..... .. '1. 

STEP 11 t -· •.. ==--"~ ::· :-·.;·- -... - ._ ... : 

Cleanup Coepleted 

The DEP will determine compliance with the control .. ehanisa by the PRP(a) band upon review of the necessary docuaentat!an. DEP shall notify the DOT of its determination sa to cocpliance and satisfactory. completion of tha work required of the PRP(a).· Proceed to Stap 12. 
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STEP 12 

ECRA Applicability Decision Point 

At this point in the process, the property in question has been 
remediated to the satisfaction of the DEP, and DOT has been informed of 
DEP' a detenoination. As detailed in Step 2, during DOT'• Preliminary 
Assessment, property(ies) have been identified that may be subject to 
ECRA. For those properties that are not subject to ECRA, DOT acquires 
the property and the coordination proces~, pursuant to this SOP, ends. . . 
for those properties that are subject to ECRA, the coordination process 
continues at Step 4-2. 

STEP ll 

DOT Acquires Property 

For a property whose acquisition will not trigger ECRA, DEP/DOT 
coordination process has ended and DOT proceeds to acquire the property. 

STEP 8-3 

Split Project 

Here DOT and DEP shall split the "lead" responsibility with regard to 
implementation of a Second Phase Effo~t at the property(ies} in 
question. DOT shall be responsible for implM~enting a Second Phase 
Effort on the R01i portion of the subject property(ies). DOT's Second 
Phase Effort shall be conducted in accordance with the standards of, 
and pursuant to oversight by; the DEP. 

The DEP shall pursue the rRP(s) (e.g .• property ownera, operators, 
etc.) for implementation of a RI/FS and ra.edial action (if necessary) 
on the non-ROW portion of the property( iea) in question.. Thb shall 
occur on a time schedule determined by DEP and may not be aimultaneoua 
with DOT's efforts. Proceed to Step 8-4. 

STEP 8-4 

DOT hrpluents Second Phase Effort 

DOT ahdl dev.lop and aubmit to DEP'• Tranaportation Coordinator • 
Final Cont&~~~f.nation Study (which will complete the RI/FS) for reviw 
and approval. The Final Cont .. f.nation Study ahall be iepleaanted prior 
to cooapletioa of the final highway design ud· •hall enable DOT to thea 
dedp the remedial action plan• and health and aafety plana for the 
property(iea) involved •. The choice of remedial action(a) ia •ubject to 
DEP approval. Proceed to Step 8-S. 
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sn:P 8-5 

ECRA Applicability Review 

DEP as~iats the DOT to determ~e H tha acquisition of the property undergoing investigation end remediation will be subject to ECRA. If the acquisition will be subject to ECRA, proceed to Step 8-SA. If tha property acquisition is not subject to ECRA, proceed to Step d-6. 
STEP 8-SA 

• Offer Letter Notifies Owner of ECRA Responsibilities 
As put of the ROW acquisition process DOT conducts appraisals of property( ies). DOT's Division of ROW submits to the property owner it.s standard "offer letter" to purchase said property. Pursuant to the .ECRA regulations, specifically N.J.A.C. 7:26B-1.6(a), "receipt by the owner or operator of an offer letter to p11rchase issued by a co~d~"'rli::g authority" triggers the ECRA process. In addition to the "offer letter", OOT shall concurrently submit to the property owner an ECRA notification letter (see Attachment 2). This letter shall info= ~he recipient of ECRA regulatory responsibilities as set forth in N.J.A.C. 7:268-1 et ~- The recipient shall be directed by DOT to contnct the D.EP' s Industrial Site Evaluation .Element for further information end assistance. DOT shall provide the lndu~trisl Site .Evaluation Elemer:t with a copy of the notification letter sent to the owner. Proceed to Step 6-6. 

STI:P 8·6 

DOT Acquires PropettY 

The DOT shall proceed with its ROW property acquisition. .,.._,_ ·:_:~ include. freezing funds in escrow with tho conde11111ation {or other) court until COCDplet!on of environmental activities related to the property acquisition, investigation and remediation. Proceed to Steps 6-7/6-6. 

Remedial Action(s) l!!!l>hlllented/COIDple·ted by DOT I ... 
oor· shall proceed to fully ialplutent the r81Dedial action{a) previously approved by DEP. llllplutentation and completion shall be subject to ovarai&ht by the DEP. DOT shall provide D!P vith weekly progreu reportaL, C011pletion of impluentation shall be detemf.ned by DEP, in vritinJ, baaed upon reports and docUIIIentation provided to DEP by DOT or ita_contractor. Proceed to Step 8-9. 
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<.. hrr-111><' TodJ Whitman 
(:•n·t" rnoi 

Dear 

~tnt£ of ~ .efu Jjerse~ 
Dl•p art m10n t of Em·i ron:nenta! Prot<=c:ion 

February 8, 1999 
• 

Enclosed you will find DOT Memorandum of Understanding you 
requested. 

Should you have any questions, contact me at (609) 292-2943. 

endcsure 

.. 

~·~:J-
' Nath Byrd, fs n 
Case Assignment Section 

v }f.'rsey i.~ M Equal OpJ mty &:!plr>yu 
Rtcyl'lt'd' 

Rot-ert C. Sh onn. Jr. 
Commis:.ior:n 



RESOLlJTION :99-151 - 3/1/~!:i 

SUPPORT REVISED PLANS FOR THE W)DENING OF KOlJTE 33 

BETVVEEN ROUTE 35 AND ROUTE 71 

WHEREAS, ~presentatives from the NJDOT and NJTPA met with the Township 

Comm-ittee on February 22. 1999; and, 
. ' 

WHEREAS, at that time, the NJDOT p~sented a ~vised plan for the widening of Route 

33 between Route 35 and Route 71 which included one lane of traffic in either direction, a center 

tuming :c11e. ten fcot v .. ide shcuiCe~ which c::r.¥ert to right tum laiiES at eac.~ iirtersection; and, 
- . 

WHEREAS, the NJDOT indicated that this plan was safer in comparison to a liv<= lane 

road as shown in the original proposal; and, 

WHEREAS, NJTPA ~presentatives indicated that the revised plan would be eligible for, 

and likely receive, an exclusion from a Congestion Traffic Study; and. 

WHEREAS, the NJDOT indicated that with this exdusion, the process of right-of-way 

acquisitions would begin in June. 1999 with construction slated for the year 2001; and, 

WHEREAS, it was represented to the Committee that the project has been funded and 

is ready to commence immediately under the revised plans. -

THEREFORE, BE rT RESOLVED. by the Township Committee of the Township of 

Neptune that it hereby endorses and supports the revised plan for the widening of Route 3:J 

between Route 35 and Route 71 as presented by the New Jersey Department of Transportation 

on February 22. 1999. said revised plans inc!uding one lane of traffic in either dinection. a center 

turning lane. ten foot wide shoulders which convert to right tum lanes at each intersection (with 

no changes to any road east of Route 71 ); and, 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVE!J. that a ::;:,py cf this resdutic~ be fcro•Jarded to the NJDOT. 

NJTPA and Township Engineer. 
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CERTIFICATION 
l~YCERTIFYTHEABOVETC 

'BE A TRUE COPY OF A RESOLUT!O~­
AOOPTEO BY THE TQWNSHI' 
COMMfTTEE OF THE TOWNSHIP Ot 

'1, - I - c, Cf 
NEf'T"~J)N . - - • 

. /·\ {\. Gh o.f r/_ \- Lu:t-c'LL,.u rJ) u ":QWNSl-IIP.CLE'll< 



.tCHAEL D. SESON . .... .;.. 
:;viN 8. McMILLAN. o<""" .... 010 

) SE?H E. KAIMKO 
:<ME S W . MANNING. JR. 
~ TFUC:A A. MONP.O!:: 

P.O. BOX 1125, NEPTUNE, NJ on54-1125 
732-988-5200 

FAX: 732·988-6433 

PHILIP D. HUHN 
'~ ...o--Sflll.t.to-

RICHARD J. CllTTREL R.M.C. 

WlLUAM NIKITICH. CT A... ~su.soo 
MICHAEL J . BASCOM. C.M.F.O .. C.'i.C. CHtE J: ~ O""Cr •. tA.I c:::a.uc:o;. 

• 

, Project Manager Department o T~ansportation 
1035 Pa::-kway Avenue 
CN 600 
Trenton, New Je=sey 08625 

Dear Mr. 11111111= 

March 2r 1999 

Please find enclos~d a cer~ified copy of Resolution #99- 151, whic~ was adopted by the Townshi? Committee o f the Townshi ? of Ne~tune on March 1, 1999, supporting r evised plans f or the widening of Route 33 between Route 35 and Route 71 . 

RJ'C/rr 
Encl. 

.· 



NEW JERf Y DEPARTMENT OF TRANf ")RTATION 

CATEGORICAL EXCLUSION DOCUMENTATION 

I. GENERAL INFORMATION 

DOT Job Code No. --=.87:...1:..:0:..:1.:::8.:::0 ________ Federal Project No. ---------
Project Management Team.-"'S!::ix'----------- Data Base No. 
Route and Section .-.:.;R:=o.:::u,te:...:3::.:3,..;.:::9::.;A~_·:._ ___ Stnucture No. N/A 
Local Road Name Conies Avenue 

~~~~~~-------------------------------------------------
_N~e~pt~u~n~e~T~o~w~n~sh~i~p________ County Monmouth Municipality 

Type of Project Modernization and Tr.affic Operations Length 0.7 Mile (1.13 km) 
From MP41.7 To MP42.4 

Congressional District ------------ Legislative District 11 

ROW Cost 3.0 M Construction Cost 7.0M ---------------------------

EXISTING FACILITY I PROPOSED FACILITY 

ROW Width 15.24 m (50 feet) ROW Width 25.30 m (83 feet) and variable 
No. of Lanes & Width 2@ 5.03 m (16'-€'') each No. of Lanes & Width 2@ 7.2 m +a 3 6 rn ctr 18cz 

Shoulder Width N/A Median....:..:N:..:.IA.:.._ __ Shoulder Width 2@ 3.05 mea. Median N/A 
Overall Roadway Width 10.06 m (33 feet) Overall Roadway W1dth 17.1 m (56 feet) 

II. PROJECT DESCRIPTION (Attach location map) 

A. Project Need ( briefly explain why the project is needed) 

This existing section of Route 33 two-lane roadway has experienced auto accidents approximately three and one half 
times greater than the state average for this roadway classification in an urban area. These accidents are mainly either 
rear-end or intersection side impact. In addition, the Routes 33 & 35 intersection and the Routes 33 & 71 intersection 
has considerable congestion during the peak summer months-especially on weekends. Traffic on Route 33 has 
continued to increase in the region with population growth, and expansion of medical, commercial, and recreational 
facilities. Intersection improvements. with a more responsive traffic signal system, are needed to improve the flow of 
through and turning traffic during peak periods. 

B. Proposed Improvements (provide a brief description of proposed improvements) 

The project will implement modernization and traffic operation features to an approximate 1.1 k (0.7 mile) segment of 
Route 33. These features win be reflected by a 3.6 m (12') center turning lane, one 3.6m (12') lane and one 3.0 m (10') 
shoulder in each direction. Three intersections, Route 35, Memorial Drive, and Route 71 win be expanded to provide 
auxiliary through and turning lanes. Overall, five intersections are affected, four of which are signalized, and an at-gde 
railroad crossing will be improved. Route 33 at the Route 71 intersection will be realigned to improve geometries. 

C. Right of Way Takings 

Total area needed: 1.8 Ac. est. number of parcels: in fee- easements---------- ---------- ----------
Est. number of relocations: residences- seven (7) businesses- four (4) parking spaces-

----~----- -~~---- ---------

[)oc d.A-1!-- _;r} 7 I 



Community facilities affected: non• 

Area (hectares) of public recreational land taken: none out of a total area of -----
Ill. Environmental Considerations: 

A. Noise 

X Sensitive receptors within 65 meters for two lanes or 130 meters for four lanes. 

Project substantially changes the vertical or horizontal alignment of the roadway. 

Traffic volumes or speeds substantially'increase. 

Conclusion: 

Noise study not required. No significant impact anticipated. 

-----

X Potential noise impacts were studied and are discussed in comments. Project still meets C E criteria. 

Comments: 

Noise levels were monitored during june and July 1996 along the project corridor. Sound levels varied from a h1gh of 
85dBA (Rtes 33 & 35 intersection) to a Jew of 52dBA (Lawrence and Broadway, Ocean Grove). Although traffic noise 
levels exceed the threshold for noise interference and noise abatement criteria for the predominant land use present 
(category C), and thus indicate the potential for noise abatement measures, a detailed noise study is not warranted 
since the application of noise barriers is not considered reasonable due to Route 33 functioning as a urban unlimited 
access land service facility. 

B. Air Quality 

1. CONFORMITY WITH THE CLEAN AIR ACT AMENDMENTS (CAAA) OF 1990 

X There are sensitive receptors (i.e. residences, schools, hospitals) within 65 Meters of the project. 

X This project is on page 339 of the 98-02 approved State Transportation Improvement Plan (STIP). A ---
copy of the STIP page is in the project's CED file. 

2. CO ANALYSIS 

X The project is located in a Cartlon Monoxide Attainment Area. If so, no CO analysis needed. 

The project is located in a Carbon Monoxide Non-Attainment Area. 

As defined by the Transportation Confonmily Rule of 11115193, effective date 12127193. this project is a : 

Table 2 type project and therefore does not impact regional emissions and did not require Carbon Monoxide 
analysis. 

Table 3 type project and is located in a Carbon Monoxide attainment Area and therefore did not impact regional 
emissions and did not require Carbon monoxide analysis. 

Table 3 type project located in a Carbon Monoxide Non-Attainment area and required a Carbon Monoxide hot­
spot analysis. A CO Analysis was completed at the following intersections: 

and the results are: 



X Neither a Table 2 or Table 3 tv~" project. 

Table 3 type project and the total eight-hour Carbon Monoxide levels are expected to be reasonably below the 
NAAOS of 9 ppm. No significant impact is anticipated. 

Comments: 

Project is neither a Table 2 or Table 3 type project and is located in a CO attainment area; no CO analysis is needed. 

C. Ecology & Permits (briefly describe any porential impact(s) under comments) 

---
Conclusion: 

Water Quality 

Floodplain 

Wetlands - hectares 

Acid Soils 

X No stgnificant impact anticipated. 

---- Sole Source Aquifer 

Unique/Endangered Species Habitat 

Wildlife 

X Further studies needed to obtain permits. Project still satisfoes CE criteria. (see comments) 

D. Environmental Permits/Coordination Needed: 

U.S. Coast Guard (Bridge) NJDEP Waterfront Development 

USACOE Section 404 (Individual) NJDEP Stream Encroachment· Major 

USACOE Section 404 (Nationwide) NJDEP Stream Encroachment- Minor 

USACOE Sec. 10 (Navigable Waters) NJDEP Riparian 

CAFRA X NJDEP Water Quality Certificate 

NJDEP Remediation Approval US EPA- Sole Source Aquifer 

NJDEP Coastal Wetlands 
\ 

Delaware Basin Commission 

NJDEP Freshwater Wetlands - GP D & R Canal Commission 

NJDEP Freshwater Wetlands- IP Meadowlands Commission 

NJDEP Pollutant Discharge Pinelands Commission 

Comments: (potential impacts, unique features, sensitive issues) 

-

The project corridor does not involve wetlands, floodplains, or threatened or endangered species. The project corridor 
is located within a commercial and residential urban area, no undisturbed areas exist Therefore, no adverse impacts to 
the ecology of the project vicinity are anticipated. The project corridor straddles the CAFRA boundary line of Route 33 
between Routes 35 and 71; therefore, a CAFRA Pre-application meeting is required to determine the permitting 
required. The Shade Tree Commission of Neptune Township requires that a tree removal permit be obtained from the 
Neptune Township Construction Department to COft!ply with their policy that for every tree removed along the roadway, 
one must be planted along the same roadway. The Department will review the project to implement its own 2:1 

3 



tree replacement policy. 

E. Cultural Resources 

Technical Findings: 

No properties in Area of Potential Effect (APE) 

No Effect per FHWNSHPO Agreement of 1-12-96 

No NR listed/eligible properties in APE 

X NR listed/eligible properties in APE (see summary table below) 

Archaeology Architecture Sec. 106 Finding 

Bridge Building District Other 

NR listed/eligible property in APE 

NR listed/eligible property - No Effect 

X NR listed/elig. property -No Adv. Effect 

NR listed/elig. prop.- NAE w/ Data Recov. 

NR listed/elig. property -Adverse Effect 

Conclusion: Consultation Summary ( indicate date of concurrence/approval) 

X SHPO concurred with Sec. 106 Finding on April27, 1998 

X ACHP concurred with No Adverse Effect Finding on July 7. 1998 

SHPO approved Data Recovery Plan on 

ACHP approved Data Recovery Plan on 

ACHP accepted MOA on 

Comments: 

(FHWA) 

The Ocean Grove Camp Meeting Historic District abuts the project along Route 71 at the Route 33 intersection. 

F. Sec. 4(f) Involvement - Historic Sites 

' 
Project results in a use of Historic site(s) on or eligible for the National Register of Historic Places. 

Project results in a "constructive use" of Section 4(1) property. 

Conclusion: 

X No Section 4(1) Involvement 

Section 4(f) Involvement Project falls under the Programmatic Nationwide Section 4(f) Evaluation and all 

applicability criteria have been met including agreement of the SHPO with the ~No Effect" recom!"Jll!ndation. 

Section 4(1) Involvement. Project is a Nationwide Section 4(f) and all applicability standards have been met 

including agreement by the ACHP with the "No Adverse Effect". 

Section 4(1) Involvement. Project is covered under the Programmatic Nationwide Section 4(f) for Historic 

Bridges. 



Section 4(1) Involvement. Pro;A..,t has an "Adverse Effect". Individual Sec';"" 4(1) prepared. 

Documentation: If Sec. 4(1) impacts exists -refer to Appendix for documenta\Jun. 

G. Sec. 4(f) Involvement - Recreational Land 

Project requires acquisition from Publicly-owned recreation land. 

Project results in a ''Constructive Use" of Section 4(f) property. 

If either of the above are checked, fill out the following: 

Site (use local name): • 
lot and Block #: 

Total Hectares To Be Acquired (consider acquisition and easement) 

Total Hectares of Park: Amount of Parkland affected: -------
Federal DOl Section 6(1) regulations or other Federal encumbrances involved. 

Conclusion: 

No Section 4(1) Involvement. 

Section 4(1) Involvement. Project falls under Temporary Occupancy; all applicability criteria and conditions 
have been met (Explain below). 

Section 4(1) Involvement. Project falls under the Programmatic Nationwide Section 4(f} Evaluation; all 
applicability criteria and conditions have been met. 

Section 4(1) Involvement. Individual Section 4(f) Evaluation was completed. but no significant impact~ are 
anticipated. 

No Section 4(1) Involvement, but any changes made to the project which require use of Section 4(1) land would 
X require compliance with Section 4(1). 

Documentation: If Sec. 4(1) impacts exists- refer to Appendix for documentation. 
Memorial Park, an unaffected Neptune Township owned property, abuts Route 71 at the Route 33 intersection. 

H. Hazardous Materials and Landfills 

X Involvement with known or suspected contaminated site. (If so, explain under comments) 

Involvement with underground storage tanks. (If so, explain under comments) 

Conclusion: 

low potential for involvement with contamination, no further investigation required. 

Further investigation and/or sampling required to determine extent of involvement with contamination. Project 
X still meets FHWA criteria for a CE. 

Comments: 



The Neptune Township Health Depa~-.,ent considers the following sites along th ·eject corridor as contaminated: 1. The former Exxon at the comer t .>utes 33 & 35 (Block 201, lot 24); 2. Th<. _five Amoco on the comer of Routes 33 & 35 (Block 266, Lot 28.01); 3. Penn Furniture on Route 33 (Block 201.01, Lot 47); 4. Shatto's Exxon on the corner of Route 33 & 71 (Block 150, Lot 1,2); and 5. the SLM II site on the corner of Routes 33 & 71 (Block 151. Lot 2). Due to the Jack of pertinent records involving potential contamination in the area, or remedial activities conducted for the s~es discussed, the potential presence and extent of hazardous materials contained in ground water. sediments, and/or soils within the project corridor cannot be determined without further investigations. 

I. PUBLIC REACTION (briefly describe input from the Office of Community Relations) 

A Neptune Township Resolution of Support, dated March 1, 1999, has been provided to the Department, it supports the. proposed improvements and projected construction schedule. Several citizens have expressed concern to the Department regarding health hazards that may .emerge from an abandoned gas station that would be affected by project construction. 

J. ENVIRONMENTAL COMMITMENTS 

To minimize impacts associated with the project, the following mitigation measures, where applicable, will be included in the project plans and specifications: 

1. Standard Soil Erosion and Sediment Control Measures. 

2. Standard Construction Noise Mitigation Measures. 

3. A Neptune Township Shade Tree Commission Tree Removal Permit may be required, trees removed for roadway construction must be replaced one-for-one within the project corridor. The project will be reviewed for landscape architectural treatments. The Department's 2:1 tree replacement policy will be applied where feasible. 

4. Compliance with the Federal Uniform Relocation Assistance and Real Property Acquisition Act as amended. 

5. Further hazardous waste investigations have been initiated due to the lack of pertinent records involving potential contamination in the area, or remedial activities conducted for the areas of concern noted. The need for additipnal studies was made by the Department's Bureau of Environmental Services, Hazardous Waste Unit. 

The findings of the hazardous waste investigations will be addressed in accordance with the Hazardous Wasto Procedures as described in Section 8.6 of the NJDOT Procedures Manual. 

6. Design commitments relative to Section 106 review of the Ocean Grove Camp Meeting Hisioric District: • No signal mast to be placed on Memorial Park Island. 
• Only one mast (heavy duty) will be placed in the district. 
• Signal control cabinet to be placed on the west side of Route 71. 
• Neptune Township will have optioq to paint new mast and arms a color that will complement the historic district. 



DETERMINATION OF CA TEGORJ{ EXCLUSION 

Project name and location; Route 33; Section 9A 

CE #: 771 .117(d)(1)(2) 

Corlies Avenue Improvements 
Neptune Town ship, Monmouth County 

No. 1 -Modernization of a highway by reconstruction, adding shoulders or auxiliary lanes. No. 2 - Highway safety or traffic operation improvements . 
• 

The proposed project satisfies the Categorical Exclusion definition outlined in 23 CFR n1.117(a) and will not result in significant environmental impacts. 

Recommended: 

Certified r==J 

Approved 

Concurrence 
(only needed for 
CEs not certified 
by BES Manager) 

Date 

Elkins Green 

Environmental Team leader 

Andras Fekete 

Manager, 0 te I 

Date 
Federal Highway Administration 

7 



PLANS OF 

ROUTE 33 ( 1953) SECTION 
FROM ROUT::: 35 TO ROUTE 71 

GRADING B PAVING 

9A 

TOWNSHIP OF NEPTUNE 

SCALES AS INDICATED 

MONMOUTH 

• 

ex; ;;~ 

S::..O..[ I&; • EtT 

KEY MAP 

LENGTH OF PROJECT • - . 'LIN_ FT_ • 0.7 MILE 

COUNTY 

SOANOARO HIGHWAY SPECIFICATIONS. OF 1983 WITH AMENDMENTS THERETO TO GOVERN 

---
'· 



•. 

Figure 1. Location Map 

NJ 33 (Corlies Ave.) 

Neptune Tvp., Monmouth Councy 

Asbur Park, NJ USGS Quad 
Scale l:Z4,000 1989 
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IT IS A VIOLATION OF NEPA FDR THE FED TO 
HAV": ACCEPTED A CATEGO"R'r-CAL EXCLUSIC' .. ~T 
IK ESE CI!UINSI'Jil'iCES, IN LIID OF. EIS. 

The National Ehvironrnental Policy Act (NEPA) of 19691 reauires agencies receiving Fereral funds to build into the recision-making proce~s "a'l. <JPpm­priate and careful ronsireraticn of all envircnrrental aspects of propos~d actions" tffit rould "sianificantly affect the quality of the human envi­rorurent"; § 102 (2) (C). 

NEPA "places effects on people at the oenter of environmental pulic:: ... " 

I:epending upon the severity of the people-oriented environmental irrpact of a given project, tl:e project; praroters 111LlSt submit one of three docurents: 

The Environrrental Irrpact staterrent (EIS), vlhere "significant 
enVl.rrnrrental l.I!pacts are ant~c~pated" (l'i'EPA Glossuy, 
http:/;,~.,. fs. fed. us/rf/r2nepatenn.htm) 

The Environrrental Assessrrent (EA) , where "significant envircr1l11el1ta l 
inpacts are not antic~pated or when there is a question as to the 
extent of tl:e inp2l.cts"; ~ 

Lastly, the Categ:>rical Exclusion (CE); where there is "no significant 
impact to the enVJ.ronment, and ••. no extraordinary ciramstanres 
exist which might cause a significant inpact in the specific case, 
these acticns can be 1 categ:>ricall y excluded' from documentation 
in an EA or EIS." rd. 

Nith oor Project #33 (9A) , the Fed has accepted a Categ:>rical S::c::.,~:::c:o. This is curious, consirerinq that the I:epartrnent of Transportation 1 s ·,...: ,, · Environrrental staff, as early as January 21, 1997, rerognized 4 rontaninatec cas stations ,,nich ha'-"' open DEP enforCEinei1t files "and appear to be in the proposed R:Xv (right-of-lvay)." They sew this as significant and tL."'""C>2d L-escreenina. 

l-Ie have shown oor that =nrningled plurres fran Anoro, from CbrE:.: .: ....•. 
£.'0(01, and perhaps from G=tty and Jersey Oil to the \·,-est, as ,,>ell as Shafto' s Ex:xon and a forrrer Qilf station, unrerlie =h of the road to be t-;idened. 
N=ptune '"as originally built upcn a reasire n--.z:sh. Water tables ranae f:ro:n 4 to 6 feet and there is rainfall flooding. l:e a..-re in danger from this project. DOr has acknowledged that toxic petrochemicals are there. 

The area is primarily low-incx:ne, minority, 1vith many small one-family hones. Our people already suffer illness from a 1989 EloDn oilspill in the neighborhood. In an Executive Orrer. en February ll, 1994, President Clinton admowledg=d that conm.mities like ours have J::een unjustly overburrened with 
enviroi1111a'ltal toxins. The goal <:>f. :t~- Executive Orrer_was to achieve envirC!'li!Bltal justice. TO stop poisoning low-income, minority ronrnmities. 

What reascn did the authorities give fur excusing the EIS in favor of the low-level eateprical_Excimon dOCLil'eilt? since, ~n the ci.=tances, they rould not clcwn there will be no danger to people in the vicinity. 

Jerry Thorras, Envi:ronmental Cbordinator for the Project, rationalized that "the area has no -tlands and was once fully reveloped." On page 3 of the CE docurrc..nt itself, under <b.nments , we find this : 

lpL 91-190, 42 USC 4321-4327 (l/1/70), as amended by PL 94-52(7/3/75) a~d PL 94-83(8/9/75). 
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PRELIMINARY ENGINEERING STUDY REPORT 
FOR THE WIDENING OF 

ROUTE 33 (1953) SECTION 9A 
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PAce: ___ _ 

~IEHORANDIJl-1 TO: Vit • Gadaleta 
JOB NO: 98,002.000 

FRO~!: 

RE: 

Hot<ard C. Birdsall 

Widening of Route #33 Neptune, New Jersey 

DATE: Narch 13, 1981 

I contacted Nr. Keith Rossner of the New Jersey Department of • Transportation regarding the above referenced project. He advised me. that NJDOT has recently formed ~ new committee 
known as "Resources and Priority". This group has given the above referenced project its lowest priority (Priority 03), which in effect means the project is in suspense. 

Hr. Rossner suggeststhat you contact Deputy Highway Commissioner, John R. Jamieson, and request a meeting to plead your case for a higher priority 

HCB:hf 

.·· 
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TOWNSHIP OF NEr""UNE 
,J 0 S E P H M . P £ P E • MAToa 
WILLIAN C. C~EGG 

~CY E. CUH$HEE 
• 0 N A L D K. ElY 
RONALD A. WELLS 

P. 0. Box 250- Neptune. N.J. 07753 

• 
July 14, 1981 

Assistant Commissioner Melvin Lebr N.J. Department of Transportation 1035 Parkway Avenue 
CN600 
Trenton, New Jersey 08625 

J 0 S E P H E. B E H H E T T, C.M.C, 
CU:•I: •A.D.IIIt•Ta41'0a 

WILLIAM C. HOGAN. Assusoa 
J A M £ S T. B U R K E, C.T .C .• Ce>t.UCTOI 
W I l l I A M B . C R E L. I H • Tn..t.su.u 

II Re:· N.J. Route No. 33 Widening Projec 

~: 

li 
I! 
II 
II 

Dear Assistant Commissioner Lehr: 

At a recent meeting between Neptune Township Officials, your staff and yourself, a discussion centered on the proposed widening of N.J.Rt. 33 between N.J. Routes No. 35 & No. 71, in the Township of Nept~e. 

Members of your staff requested information and docu­mentation relative to Sections No. 1 & 2 of the Interagency Land Purchase Agreement, as well as a cost analysis for the rjzhr-of­way acquisition in Section No. 2 of the project area. 
All the documentation was submitted to your staff people during the month of May, but we have yet to hear any acknowledgement, other than that concerning the closeout of Section No·. 1 of the Agreement. 

· The ~ute 33 widening project is one that has been pending for some years now, and in anticipation of·same, the Tow~ship .has commited over $500,000. of .CDBG Funds to help re­vitalize this area. All future CDBG applications are conditioned on this project, and it is the concern of the governing body that should this --prf!ject:. be shelved, Neptune Township could suffer a decrease in the funding levels now being received. 



Le: Assistant Commissioner Lehr 
Re: N.J. Route No. 33 Widening Project 

It is my understanding that this project had been included in the approved .1979 Transportation Bond Issue, and the Township was optimistic about the project moving ahead, as we received copies of a State Press Release which outlined property acquisition in 1980, and construction in 1981. The governing body is aware that the inflationary spiral has had . an affect on the B"ond Issue, but it is important to note that this_project is not only important to Neptune, but to all shore communities, as it serves to tie in all the major State roadways connecting the western most part of the state with the coast. 

I am hopeful that.you will review this matter and its merit, as the Township is currently preparing its Eighth Year Community Development Application, and the final outcome of this project will have an impact on our thinking . 
. ... ... 

·· If you are unable to reach my office directly, kindly direct your call to my assistant, Mr. Vito Gadaleta. 
Thanking you c·for 

JEB:vdg 

cc. Asse~lyman Anthony M~-Viilane, Jr. Assemblyman William F. Dowd Senator Brian T. Kennedy 
. ::. , 

•. 

I remain 
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C~>1RC~ 1 6" .-
~ ' c;c:-1 

( \(1~" 
~-~~ ;rw c Program/ ~I'<'~ c,·-··, )-

Fiscal Initial Adjusted ..,;~" ~·· t p. """ ' Sub-Recipient Project Title Year Allocation Reprograms Oeobligations Balance ,...f't ..t/ oP~ o~' t-''~ ..;(.,_ ~ 1'-1 f- ,.,AV~" 1 /o-
Parks -Acquisition of Land for Park $75,000.00 .4-r 

,v~ t.J..f.v.~ NEPTUNE 1 (75) $75,000.00 $0.00 $0.00 yG\,).~ rl 0 vP, Housing Rehabilitation 2 (76) $100,000.00 $0.00 $0.00 $100,000.00 'f"""'" " Housing Rehabilitation 3 (77) $I 50,000.00 $0.00 $150,000.00 $0.00 31- I 
<,."\>,_)'{ , .• Housing Rehabilitation - Loans 3 (77) $0.00 $64,405.97 $29,986.55 $34.419.42 . t.e-6·'" {I r-Housing Rehabilitation - Grants 3 (77) $0.00 $105,878.87 $0.00 $105,878.87 , of v oor"' Housing Rehabilitation - Paint Program 3 (77) $0.00 $15,000.00 $10,298.29 $4,701.71 f''"" o r Acquisition 3 (77) $0.00 $5,000.00 $0.00 $5,000.00 

Acquisition 4 (78) $154.000.00 $0.00 $0.00 $154,000.00 
Demolition 4 (78) $21,000.00 $0 00 $0.00 $21.000.00 
Relocation 4 (78) $20.000.00 $0 00 $0.00 $20,000.00 
Engineering 4 (78) $5,000.00 $0.00 $0.00 $5,000.00 
Housing Rehabilitation 5 (79) $23.000.00 $0.00 $23,000.00 $0.00 
Housing Rehabilitation - Loans 5 (79) $0.00 $6,500 00 $0.00 $6,500.00 
Housing Rehabilitation - Grants 5 (79) $0.00 $16,500.00 $0.00 $16,500.00 • Acquisition 5 (79) $60,000.00 $0.00 $0.00 $60,000.00 Demolition 5 (79) $10,000.00 $0.00 $0.00 $10,000.00 
Relocation 5 (79) $15,000.00 $0.00 $0.00 $15,000.00 
Neighborhood Facilities ·Community Center 5 (79) $68,000.00 $0.00 $68,000.00 $0.00 
Park.- Construction 5 (79) $0.00 $68,000.00 $0.00 $68,000.00 
Housing Rehabilitation 6 (80) $20,000.00 $30,000.00 $0.00 $50,000.00 
Acquisition 6 (80) $118,000.00 $0.00 $0.00 $118,000.00 Demolition 6 (80) $10,000.00 $0.00 $0.00 $10,000.00 
Relocation 6 (80) $21,000 00 $0.00 $0.00 $21,000.00 
Neighborhood Facilities. Community Center 6 (80) $30,000.00 $0.00 $30,000.00 $0.00 Slreets 6 (80) $41,000.00 $0.00 $0.00 $41,000.00 
Planning • Planning & Legal Fees (supportive to 

acquisition costs} 6 (80) $10,000.00 $0.00 $0.00 $10,000.00 
Housing Rehabilitation 7 (81) $70,000.00 $0.00 $0.00 $70,000.00 
Acquisition 7 (81) $70,000.00 $0.00 $0.00 $70,000.00 
Demolition 7 (81) $10,000.00 $0.00 $0.00 $10,000.00 
Relocation 7 (81) $45,000.00 $0.00 $0.00 $45,000.00 
Neighborhood Facilities· Community Center 7 (81) $15,000 00 $0.00 $15,000.00 $0.00 
Neighborhood Facilities - Park 7 (81) $0.00 $15,000.00 $0.00 $15,000.00 
Streets 7 (81) $10,000.00 $0.00 $0.00 $10,000.00 
Housing Rehabilitation 8 (82) $69,188.00 $0.00 $0.00 $69,188.00 

" Acquisition 8 (82) $202,622.00 $0.00 $0.00 $202,622.00 R Housing Rehabilitation 9 (83) $74,571.00 $4,500.00 $620.10 $78,450.90 
Acquisition 9 (83) $23,304 00 $0.00 $0.00 $23,304.00 t;;; Streets 9 (83) $93,213.00 $0.00 $0.00 $93,213.00 ~ Repayment 9 (83) $0.00 $158,040.96 $0.00 $158,040.96 r~ Housing Rehabilitation 9JB (83J8) $26,094.73 $0.00 $0.00 $26,094.73 o• Acquisition 9JB (83JB) $1,114.00 $0.00 $0.00 $1,114.00 ::; Streets 9JB (83JB) $4,457.00 $0.00 $0.00 $4,457.00 ' 

~'"" 
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Program/ 
Fiscal Initial Adjusted 

Sub-Recipient Project Title Year Allocation Reprograms Deobtigations Balance 

Housing Rehabilitation 10 (84) $80,193.00 $0.00 $68,657.21 $11,535.79 
Streets 10 (84) $133,654.00 $0.00 $0.00 $133,654.00 
Streets 11 (85) $95,340.00 $0.00 $0.00 $95,340.00 
Streets 12 (86) $84,038.00 $0.00 $0.00 $84,038.00 
Streets 13 (87) $100,000.00 $0.00 $0.00 $100,000.00 
Neighborhood Facilities .. Senior Center 13SUPP (87; $679,000.00 $35,850.00 $0.00 $714,850.00 
No Project Funded 14 (88) $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 
No Project Funded 15 (89) $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 
No Project Funded 16(90) $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 
No Project Funded 17(91) $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 
Storm Drainage Improvements 18(92) $191,800.00 $0.00 $0.00 $191,800.00 
No Project Funded 19(93) $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 Road and Drainage Improvements 20(94) $213,506.00 $0.00 $0.00 $213,506.00 
No Project Funded 21(95) $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 • No Project Funded 22(96) $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 No Project Funded 23(97) $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 Street Improvements .. Hamillon Avenue 24(98) $192,162.00 $0.00 $0.00 $192,162.00 No Project Funded 25(99) $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 
Street Improvements • Stratford Avenue 26(00) $209,833.00 $0.00 $0.00 $209,833.00 
No Project Funded 27(01) $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 Street Improvements .. Fisher Avenue 28(02) $278,978.00 $0.00 $0.00 $278,978.00 

$3,924,067.73 $524,675.80 $395,562.15 $4,053,181.38 
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Inside Neptune 
By Neptune Township Mayor Patricia A ~roe 

Have you wondered, 'What is going on in Neptune Town­
ship?" Everywhere you tum, you see construction and growth, 
demolition and improvement. wen. this hasnl happened without 
a vision and a plan Back in 1997, the last time I was mayor, I 
decided that I wanted to see Neptune Township "on the map." We 
are a wonderful community that has been ignored and under­
rated for a long time. I realized that our commertial corridors such 
as Routes 33, 35, 66, and Westlake Avenue needed to be pro­
moted as desirable gateways for development that will bring tax 
dollars to the Township to help offset our property taxes. These 
corridors also are the windows, through which the public sees and perceives the character of 
Neptune Township. tt was obvious that a lot of work needed to be done to spruce up not only these 
corridors but also the sen-perception that many of us have about our own community. 

Since then, several steps were taken by the Township Committee, inctud'~ng the writing of a 
new Master Plan to more clearly define our zoning regulations and to enhance the appearance of 
new construction design and landscaping. The revitalization of our code and construction depart­
ments both in appearance and personnel has been accomplished to make those departments 
more ''user friendly" and responsive to both residents and developers. The hiring of a .part time 
Economic Development Director has created a liaison for the developer, Township Committee, and 
Economic Development Corporation. 

At the helm of promoting Nepiune as a premier municipality, is a group of dedicated volumeers 
known as the Economic Development Corporation. These volunteers along wtth members of the 
Township Committee founded the EDC in 1994. Rrst focused on improving Ocean Grove as both 
a desirable tourist destination and place in which to do business and to reside, they soon realized 
that they needed to expand their goals to encompass the entire Township. A set of Bylaws was 
established, and papers were filed to the State to become a New Jersey Nonprofit Corporation. The 
EDC is governed by a ten member Board of Trustees representing the Municipal, Business and 
development, tourism, commerce and trade, greater job opportuntties, and a broader tax base for 
Neptune Township. 

Several programs have been developed as a resutt of the EDC's efforts: the Mid-Town Neigh­
borhood Empowerment Committee, streetscape plans for Ocean Grove and West lake Avenue. 
and most recently, the hiring of Green Eggs, Not Ham, a public relations finn which will be used to 
create a positive image for Neptune. 

This year, I have the privilege and pleasure of hosting Neptune Township's Tenth Annual 
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l'.12nkmc NOW Is the 
. ~ TIMEtoLIST 

:,your house or 
coastai:fjaltors property 

Mayo(s 8al on September27, 
2002. The theme is "Sailing on 
the Seas of Success." I have / 
chosen the Economic Devel-

1
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··-· FORSALE 

.Jean Westfall Hones 
REALTOR • ASSOCIATE-

Business: (732) 77 4-7166 • 
Evenings: (732) 774-4819 

opment Corporation to be the 
recipient of the monies raised 
from the Mayo(s Ball. It is my I 
way of saying "Thank You" to I 
this group of volunteers which j • 

steering Neptune Township . 
toward becoming a premier ' 

has joined me at the helm in ~ 

community which we can aD be 
\ Grove • New Jersey nT7~''' proud to call our "Hometown· '-..;__..;_ ___________ ...;._~:_.:_______ - __d_.r 
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The "Street Index" is r- =d 2001. 

Here is what Neptl.ll1e o.ms within the project-. right-cf-way -- and I think we can 

safely assume these properties were "acquired" for this project, starting in 

the mid-1960s. MANY PRCPERI'IES WERE TAKEN F.ru::t-1 ~AND GIVEN TO BUSINESS. 

Block and LOt 

Blk. 200, Lots 43-
46 and 370-378 

1317 Corlies Ave. 

Q..mer Listed in the "Street Index" ONner in the Tax Office 

Tc:Mnship of Neptl.ll1e 1-o/rtle Avenue Land, L.L.C. 

------------------------------------------------------------
Blk. 198, LOt 1.02 
1301 Corlies Ave. • 

To.-mship of Neptl.ll1e Corlies Avenue Land, L.L.C. 
owns LOts l, 1.01, 1.02, 
2.3, and 40 to 42 

---------------------------------------------------------
Blk. 212, Lot 4.01 
1400 Corlies Ave. 
["Dunkin' Drnuts") 

Tc:Mnship of Neptune Corlies Neptune Fealtv 
!bldino L.P. 

-------------------------------------------------------

Blk. 173, Lot 27 
1209 Corlies Ave. 

Tc:Mnship of Neptune Ta.vnship of Neptune 

--------------------------------------------------------
Blk. 173, Lot 27.01 
1211 Corlies Ave. 

Blk. 173, Lot 28 
1213 Corlies Ave. 

Blk. 173, LOt 30 
1217 Corlies Ave. 

Blk. 172, Lot 27 
1218 Corlies Ave. 

Blk. 172, Lot 28 
1220 Corlies !we. 

'I'CWnship of Neptune Tc:Mnship of Neptune 

Township of Neptl.ll1e Ta.vnship of Neptllr'c 

To.-mship of Neptune Township of Neptune 

Township of Neptl.ll1e Tc:Mnship of Neptune 

Ta.vnship of Neptune Township of' Neptune 

-----------------,----------------------------------------

This chart only deals with Project 4133(9A), the widening of Corlies Avenue by 

taking properties along the North s:ide. 11any other hares have been or will be 

taken. See the enclosed ''Bamdai:y Map: Neptune Midtam Preservation P.rea" 

delineating properties lUI' TO BE AWJIP.E1J (NIBA). We can assume t.hat all the 
pl:OFert:ies NCII' so marked have falleri;-o:r-will fall, to the wreckinq ball as part 
of ''Midtown Fevitalizaticn." A camunity targeted for help is being destroyed. 

As I know fran personal experience, NJ lXY.\' takes whole properties, not just the 

strip they need to widen the hiohway. If the whole property then ends up in the 

hands of a private for-profit developer [such as the 3 oorp:>rations above), then 

the family has been evicted arrl their hane destroyed for a primarily private pm:J;Ose, 

the profits of the ao:jlliring developers. 'This is unccnstitutional. But when it is 

dane with HUD/CI:BG 10011ey, it is outraoeous;. 

2 
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NEPTUNE TO-INSHIP 'S ACl'IONS TO DESTROY CCM1UNITY, EVICT IDNG-TERM RESIDENTS 
AND GIVE OVER THEIR PRC!'ERTY TO PROFIT-MAKING. BUSINESSES AND CORPORATIONS 

On a vacant lot in the Project #33(9A) riqht-of-vJay (RCW), stands 
this s~n: 

CCMTilG SCCN 

• ffiPLIES PlAZA 

OFFICE WAREHOOSE 

available sumMer/fall 2003 

Call (732) 775-7228 

SL"ITES FR(M 
300 sq. ft. 

'Ihis tells us, as does much other evidence, that the widening of Route #33 
is a part of the RATABIES Cill'.SE: the mistaken belief that the revenues fran 
business ratables will stabilize the tax base. After 50+ years of the 
ratables chase, we know tlat the opposite is true: over a period of years, 
adding ratables only destroys open space, drives out faitrful taxpayers, am raises taxes. 
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PUBLIC LAW ........................ 

REDEVELOPMENT THROUGH CONDEiviNA TION: 
The Key to Municioal Revitalization 

By Kenneth A. Porro and Sheri K. Siegelbaum 

Reprinted from: 
··New Jersey Lawyer, April 1995 

There is no tool more effective than redevelopment to revitalize and replenish a municipality's declining tax base and dwindling state and federal funding. This article provides an overview of the laws applicable to redevelopment through the power of condemnation. 

REDEVELOPMENT LEGISLATION 

A municipal governing body can exercise its redevelopment and rehabilitation function under the authority set forth in N.J.S.A. 40A:12A--4. The redevelopment pian is subject to certain preliminary investigation by the municipal planning board and the existence of specific substandard conditions that the delineated redevelopment area must contain. 

After the redevelopment area has been established and a redevelopment plan adopted, the acquisition of property may be pursued under the laws of eminent domain. This article addresses the procedures necessary for a municipality to acquire designated property for redevelopment under the laws of eminent domain. 

CONDEMNATION PROCEDURE 

The procedi.!re·forcondemnation is set forth in N.J.S.A 20:3-1 et seq. And Rule 4:73-1 et seq. The Superior.Ctiurt of New Jersey has jurisdiction over all matters involving condemnation. 

The legislation and rules relating to condemnation procedures come into play only if the public entity in question is unable to negotiate the acquisition of title to the property for the particular public purpose in question. The condemnation process can be used only if the municipality determines that a private property is required for a public purpose. 

The statute requires bona fide negotiations with the condemnee. Bona fide negotiations include a city's obtaining an appraisal for the property and then making a written offer in an amount not less than the amount determined by the mun~ipal appraisal expert. A copy of the municipal appraisal report must also be provided to the conaemnee. 

If the municipal offer is not accepted, then an action by way of a Verified Complaint may be filed with the Law Division demanding the following: 

4/23/99 II :23 AM •. 
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Date: January 14, 1993 

Ben Kirsh ~---
Assistant ~~~ngineer rom: 

• 

ReplyiO 
Attn.ot HB-NJ 

To: Gary Cerino G 
District Engineer ~ 

The 
far involved the discussion of the subje~c~t!iii:!ii~~~!;i!~~~ 

;~~~~~~~~;1~~~~~~-~--~~~~ was J·-ROW acquisition procedures to was in the Uniform Act and then we would get a review and concurrence by our ROW office. Also, NJDOT would review and write a repcirt·~oiCtne aiterrlative:alignments,;for- submissjon .· • ' , - • , -. . . - , . ' . :: . , • . ·- o,;/ , - • •· 
to us. If all ~s foulid'to'be acceptable~···the•-pro)ect·could-proceed w~th' LOA development and design utilizing Federal Funds. ·• 

Personnel at the meeting: 

Gary Cerino 
Ben Kirsh 
Miriam crum 
Jerry Thomas 
Lou Pace 
Warren Howard 
Al Smith 
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NEPTUNE TOWNSHIP 
MIDTOWN NEIGHBORHOOD 

EMPOWERMENT PLAN 
Goals and Actions: Years 2-3 

NEPTUNE TOWNSHIP 
MIDTOWN NEIGHBORHOOD EMPOWERMENT 

COUNCIL 

An Urban Coordinating Council Initiative 

Initiated and Sponsored Locally by The Neptune Township Committee 

December, 1999 



E1.. JNOMIC DEVELOPMENT 
I 

This component is written for the 6 corridors that represent the mid-town business/commercial district. They are identified as West Lake Avenue, Route 33, Route 35, Memorial Drive, Asbury Avenue, and Neptune Boulevard. 

The goal of this committee is to promo~e economic growth, development and renewal; and to improve both the quality of life and the standard ofliving of the mid-town residents through partnership and collaborative planning with local officials, the Economic Development Corporation, and all stakeholders in Neptune Township. 

Striving to create a greater economic climate in mid-town will have a powerful and positive impact on all of Neptune Township and is a vital component to the revitalization efforts. The planning proces~ alone has already created a new energy, and a renewed commitment to creating a better quality of life, while building strong partnerships. 

Throughout the data-gathering process residents expressed the need for more personal service businesses in the neighborhood, particularly on West Lake Avenue, that would create higher paying jobs for residents. Business owners indicated a need for a variety of assistance in locating qualified employees, expanding their facilities, and promoting their businesses. Emerging entrepenurers and minorities need support and technical assistance to get started in business. 

By assessing the needs of both the residents and the businesses, this committee in concert with township officials and the EDC; coupled with county, state, and federal initiatives, can now work to provide a comprehensive road map by utilizing the issues and goals provided for transforming the rr>;d ·!C'"~ business/commercial district into a viable, sustainable, economic hub for all Neptune Township resident and neighboring communities. 

With the focus on the aforementioned goals, this committee has composed a detailed list of the mid­town's business district's attributes, problems, needs, and goals; which strategically addressed, will create a powerful economy and favorable business climate. 

Nepfwle Township Mid-Town Nejghborhood Empowerment Plan 
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~CONONOCDEVELOPM£NT 
ATTRIBUTES 

ROUTE33 
D.O.T.'s plan to widen • 
Existing commercial businesses 
Intersects major arteries 
Access to regional transportation 
Strong economic market 
Corridor to Ocean Grove Beach 

NEPIUNEBOULEVARD 
Municipal Complex in great condition 
Schools in great condition 
Wide street 
Strong professional/office district 
Accessible to highways 

WEST LAKE A VENUE 
Ample vacant land for development 
Infrastructure is in place 
Perfect accessibility for regional 
transportation and major highways 

Established economic market 
Corridor which connects to a UCC-UEZ 
-zone (Asbury Park) 
Representatives oflocal banks nearby 
Corridor to Asbury Park's beach 

MEMORIAL DRIVE 
Strong existing industrial business base 
Four-lane highway in good condition 
Access to regional transportation 
Intersects major arteries 

IDGHWAYJS 
Access to major thoroughfares 
Strong business corridors 
New business growth 
Strong business reinvestment 
Three fast food anchors 
International business anchors 

ASBURY AVENUE 
Public transportation, existing bus routes 
Access to major highways 
Stable existing businesses 
Solid residential/economic market 

Neptune Township Midtown Neighborhood Empowerment Plan 
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ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT 
PROBLEMS & OBSTACLES TO ECONOMIC GROWTH 

ROUTEJJ 
D.O.T's uncertainty prohibits investment 
Mix of residential and commercial 
Finding the best commercial u~ 
Maintenance of residential properties 
Curbing and sidewalks in disrepair 
Lack of trees, streetscaping, lighting 
Lack of integrated transportation 
Traffic flow congestion 
Lack of parking 
Safety concerning railroad crossing 
No specific facade design 

NEPTUNE BOULEVARD 

MEMQRIALDRlVE 
Lack oftrees/streetscape 
No speCific facade design 
Looks too industrial 
Lack of property maintenance 
Lack of attractive signage 
Lack oflandscaping 

' 

HIGHWAY35 
Vacant land Negative perception 
Existing wetlands-cannot develop Traffic congestion and safety concerns Poor street lighting Lack of parking 
No sidewalks for pedestrians/bikeways Maintenance of businesses Preservation of open space (Sand Hill, etc.) Mixed residential and commercial Lack of pub! ic transportation Lacks lighting, trees, & streetscape 

\ 

WEST LAKE A VENUE 
Negative perception 
Lack of coordination with Asbury Park 
Vacant properties 
Mixed residential 
No commerciaVretail plan 
No streetscape, tree, parking plan 
No integrated transportation 
Uncertainty inhibits investment 
Lack of financial partners 

Poor resident/business relationship 
Lack of cohesiveness/interest between 
business/residents/government 
Lack of strong sign ordinance 

ASBURY AVENUE 
Vacant properties 
Lack of property maintenance 
Setback regulations not enforced 
(regarding auto stores) 

Lack of pedestrian access 
No integrated transportation 

Nepttme Township Midtown Neighborhood Empowerment Plan 
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2CONOMIC DEVELOPJ\.1ENT 
COMMUNITY AND BUSINESS NEEDS 

ROUTE33 
Streetscape plan and funding 
Stricter code-enforcement 
Skills Training Facilities 
University annex 
Indoor recreation 
Jogging/bike paths 

• 

Safety mechanism for railroad crossing 
Additional parking 
Better traffic flow 

NEPTUNE BOULEVARD 
Develop vacant land 
Encourage technology facility on north end 
Need better street lighting 
Need pedestrian sidewalks/bikeways 
Pub! ic transportation 

WEST LAKE AVENUE 
Personal service businesses 
Convenience stores 
Boutiques, upscale specialty shops 
Ethnic-style markets 
Store-front style restaurants 
Entertainment 
Medical services 
Improved lighting 
Total streetscape 
Family Life Center 
Sidewalks and curbs needed throughout 
residential area 

MEMORIAL DRIVE 
Streetscape plan and funding 
Jogging/bike paths • 
Attractive signage 
Attractive lighting 

HIGHWAY35 
Need to encourage a more upscale look 
Less traffic 
Attractive signage 
Need additional parking 
Assistance with resident/business-owner 
relationships 

Need to enforce existing signage ordinance 
while adopting a stronger ordinance 

Overcome negative perception 
Need overall facade program 

ASBURY A VENUE 
Develop vacant land 
Enforcement of property maintenance code 
Enforcement of setback requirements for 

auto shops/stores. 
Needs integrated transportation 
Improved lighting 
Sidewalks 

Nepnme Township Midtown Neighborhood Empowerment Plan 
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CONO.MIC DEVELOPMENT 
THE GOALS 

The central challenge to implement the goals of the Economic Development Committee for the 
economic revitalization of the mid-town business district will not be taken on exclusively by this 
committee. Instead, in partnership with the Township Committee, the Economic Development 
Corporation; the cooperation of the Planning and Zoning Boards, as zoning amendments will be 
required for certain initiatives, and othet agencies. However, the goals indicated by asterisk can be 
initiated by this committee with limited resources. 

I. To create an economic plan to encourage commercial investment in Midtown 
on the six commercial corridors. 

2. To foster a positive perception of Midtown as Neptune as a whole. 

3. To ensure the sustainability of commerce within Midtown by attracting businesses, 
and small business resources which will address the needs of the Midtown 
community at large and retain economic resources within Neptune as a whole. 

*4. To offer educational/entrepreneurial programs to assist new and existing business 
owners. 

*5. To create an environment of harmonious coexistence between businesses and 
residents in mixed-use areas and in Midtown overall. 

6. To provide a cohesive business forum and/or organization to promote economic 
growth within Midtown. (Chamber of Commerce) 

7. To provide programs and resources to encourage maintenance and beautification 
of existing business and residential structures in order to provide a desirable aesthetic 
effect within Midtown. 

8. To develop a streetscape plan which will include the addition of trees, pedestrian 
walkways, bike paths, lighting, and signage. 

9. Develop gateways as strategic locations in the Midtown business district to create 
excitement for future development. 

*I 0. Develop a park and open space plan that will encourage a positive quality of life 
for Midtown residents and businesses. 

Neptune Township Midtown Neighborhood Empowerment Plan 
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~ONOMIC DEVELOPMENT 
THE GOALS CONTINUED 

II. To integrate all facets of the local transportation system in order to transport the 
conswner to the business corridors. 

12. To create a plan which will promote further utilization of the Asbury Park 
Transportation Center in order to more adequately facilitate the commuter. 

13. To pursue designation as a UEZ. 

* 14. To lobby for the Center's Designation Application Approval. 

(On all numerated items without the asterisk, the Action Plan, Estimated Time, etc. will be coordinated 
with local officials and the EDC) 

*Action Plans to be implemented by tbe NEC's Economic Development Committee 

Action Plan *4: 

Estimated Time: 
1/30/00 
411/00 

Estimated Cost: 
lBD 

Potential Resources: 

This committee will meet with representatives to set up training programs for 
new and existing business owners. 

The Economic Development Committee will commence discussion. 
Programs to be offered by this time. 

NJ Economic Development Authority 

Neptune Township Midtown Neighborhood Empowerment Plan 
-42-
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CHRIS11Nii TODD WI liTMAN 

Mr. Richard Cuttrell 
Township of Neptune 

Rc: Route 33 Widening 
Corlk-s Avenue 

Dear Mr Cuttrdl: 

DEPARTMENT Of TRAN5PORTAfi(>N 
1035 Parkway Av~nue-

CN600 
Trcntun. Ntw Jet5C'y 08625-o600 

• 

January 11, 19~9 

JOHN 1. HALEY JR. 
CF117tr.uJ:~iul'f.tr 

In rcg<lrds to our conversation earlier today, I wish to update you on the progy-ess( delays to 
this project. 

The Department has recently been informed by our Planning Bureau that this project is to be 
evaluated by the Feck·ral Highway Administration(FHWA) and the Metropolitan Planning 
Organization(NJTPA) for the need of a Congestion Management System Study(CMS). 

A CMS determines whether the duali7.ation of a roadway is absolutely nL'CL'Ssary or if 
alternativL'S such as ride sharing, additional bus routes, conc;truction of park and rides etc. 
could be a viable alternative to the widening of the roadway. Any widening project that 
receives l'eden1l funding for any aspect of a project, may be subject tn a CMS. 

Our approilch originally, S(.)(.>n after we found out that a CMS may be required, was to iook <Jt 
this project from a different viewpoint, an accident analysis viewpoint, to poS5ibly rule out 
the need to widen this section of roadway strictly from a increased capacity need. Upon 
conducting and accident analysis, it has lx-cn determined that this approach would be a h<Jru 
sell to the FllWA and NJTI'A. Failure to get a CMS waived would add a minimum of 1-1/2 
years to the design end of the project and the NJTP A detL-rmination of the CMS may come 
back to make the Department perform Alternative Analy&-is' s such as listed above and delay 
this project even h"ingL'I'. 

However, upon discu~ions today with our Plamung Bureau, alternatives were discussed 
which would make this wh(1le process go away. The first would be to go 11Xl% st<lte funded 
for the entire project, Right of Way and Construction. Design is already 100% State funded. 
Second, and the preferred, is to continue with design utilizing the same roadway cross 
section ris with the widening projeet but striping for outside shoulders instead of the 
additional lane. The center left turn la.ne would ai!K• still exist as well as all Right of Way 

ZO"d dto=so ss-ti-u~~ 
?>.,1 e.u 1-1 ~; .. ~.Ji '7- A 



imp<lcts. I've sketched a plan of this on the attached sheet. I believe that this should be 
highJy considered by tht: Tuwn Council. By changing ju.'>t the striping I can go ahead and not 
h<lv,~ to stop work" on this project in May due to the CMS. I could remain on schedule to 
b<.:gin purchasing Right of Way in Oct() her I November of this yt->ar and be out to Construction 
in Spring of 2001 - just as originally promised. As should be rcali:too, the drawback would 
1~ 1-tane in t~ach <.lircction as currently exists today, but <:1 mtich safer roadway with a left 
turn )tlnc and wide shoulders that could be used for emergency response etc .. 

To the best of my knowledge, there is no getting around the NjTPA unless of course the 
f t-1 W A and N JTP A waive this proj~ for a CMS determination_ 

The alternative as listed above gives us that "out''. 

I'm still running with the design and we are pro~rressing very nicdy-just as scheduled. 

1' m ('Om.mitted as you are ·to getting this thing built. 

£0.d dto:so 66- IT - u~c .. 
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'Ihese are neic.rhlx:)l.i1cod 
J.:ids sittina in lead­
paint chips a t Bradley 
Par~ School . 

Lead poisonin~ could make 
t.~ei.1 stupid, badly-behaved , 
!ieuroloc;tically impaired, 
very sick, caratose and 
dead. 

The State Board of Health 
just issued a 6-paqe report 
confirming high levels of 
l ead in the outside paint 
at Bradley Park School . 

THIS IS Tl-iE FOPNER "BRADLEY PARK SOKOL" ON RII:x:;E AVEf\.1.;"£ BETI-i(.EN NINI'H J..N"D TD..?H. 

Sold 1987 to private o.-mers , out-c/'-to..~n 
speculators, v1ho l et it beCO!'l"e an EYES0F£, 
reducing other peopl es ' 
nrot;erty values . 

!-Eioh.!.:x:>rhood kids, with noplace else 
to p l ay, ~cr many years sat in .lead c hins 
on the front steps. ':!':--.e smaller kids 
played football in lead-dust on the 
front la-,.m . 

h'E BFC-GED FOP HELP from !'1ayor !·~·tillan a'1d 
'Ib\vnship Comnittee mer.'bers YRTI-!1<0, l"'IPJ:-;1'\Jll\:G 
and MJNFOF. The leac could have been encap­
sulated for $8000 . . .bv the o.,'ners, thru 
"=nforcerrent of the BOCP- Code. ~ tax $$ invol\'ed. 

'Ihe<.f oould condemn the pro~rty as BLIQITED, 
to give the kids a desperately-needed ballfielc~ .. 

-------------------------------------------J--BUT THEY ' VE DONE NOTHING ---- --~--- -~ - ··-------·~-.. ·---·-· .. ··-··-······- ..... _ (EXCEPI' THAT IN OC'l.'r..BER 1999 FOR-1ER MAYOR BESON ACCEPTED A $2500 CAMPAIGN COl\'ll'RIBlJriON. F:oot-1 JACK AnJ~.l, ONF OF THE a'lNEPS OF BRADLEY PARK SCHCOL) • 

WHO ' S PD\LLY P.~.YING THE PPICE F'OP '!HIS CRIMINAL N:EX;LECT? The children of Bradley Park. 

If you'd like to see sorrething dore about this, please \¥rite your narre o n this flyer and hand it to any CC!Tit'ittee ITEn1.ber or to any rnerrber of our 9roup, 

Bradlev Park Nei~hbors 
r:Oone - · 

PDt:U.AJEtil q -I 



OUR K\D) YAVf: NO PL~'f To · 
PJ.~Y AND Tt-IEY• J"E BREATHING 
LEAD F'~OM BRADLEY 
PARK- . SCHoOL- .... -

DOESN'T (t 
(Heft 

LIVES 

. ' 
~!'.~·~'(.! \ . ' 

~ ' 

WHEN You, ,:H !i~K oF 
iH INK OF 

B tY 
ANo How 

t.N 
''f\1~ 
HILLs'i 

/ 

~~IRAYED US ----- :..., ~-
. - ---- .........___---... . 
. -. . 



MID'i DWN NEPfL1~: 
ARE YOU READY TO ORGANIZE? 

AGAINST: 

~'~ANYMORE 
· TOXIC SITES 

~~~ NO PlACE FOR 
OUR :KIDS 
TO PlAY 

~·~ UNSAFE STREETS 

~·~ ABANDONED 

BUILDINGS 

. . .... 
. to . c.; " \ . ~ ~ 

· ~ - TOXIC SITES 
::ilflrl~\~~ , TIIAN 

COME TO A MEE'l'ING 
SUNDAY SEPTEMBER 14--3 to 4 P.M. 

at the 
VFW HALL, 1515 CORLIES AVE., 

Formco~doopboaetllllll 
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From Page 11 

and charge them twice the 00$1. 
the il"OUP. which Includes 

Republican townlhlp Commit· 
Ieeman Thomas Calley and Re· 
publican committee candidates 
David Shocwell Jr. and Islas 
Calderon Jr .. also was formed to 
put pressun on the commltt .... 
It wants the committee to en· 
rorce the stl!e BuUdiJ\i Otn· 
ciala and Code Administrators 
IBternational (BOCA I co0es lhat 
l!Ovem the safety or propeny. It 
also feel$ the township could 
condemn the sic. through eml· 
nent domaln ud turn 11 Into 
~creatlonal space. 

"You can have- lad pililonlna 
and not lie oc-lllY sltlt," Arl'/· 
roe said. Children can sllow 
si~s or it through mental slow· 
ness. she said. -u manifests it· 
seU In · the~ ways. It doesn't go 
away unless you put the kid 
throuah a special proc:ea• to 
take the lead out." 

Children under 6 or 1 yeara of 
aae are particularly vulnerable 
to lead pol$onin& becaUH \heir 
oraans are not completely 
formed yet and they process 
much more oC the lead !&ken In 
than adultt do. 

The committee, which Is 
mada up or Oel'l!ocrats exce-pr 
!'or CaUey, haJ said II c:aMot en· 
force the BOCA cOOe! because 
the maltllr ol !tad contamina· 
tlon Is bel n& \nve$tlgafed by the 
county. Th.e state, ~ a letter to 
the township, bas aald the com· 
mlttee stW has the rlaht to en· 
force the lawJ. 

~P SJys hotels aren't 1naking the~gtade. in .. treatment-of minorities;--BS· 
ASBURYPARKP RES S I TUES DAY.O C T. I O,ZOOO 

Group plans. rally to remove lead 
Aim is to get Neptune's Bradley ~ark School cleaned up 

NEPTUNE - A rally and 
tree blood screening ror 
children will be held at the 
former Bndley Park 
School on Friday .u a loc:al 
BI'OUP trill to help area 
YOWifSien wbo I'IIIY htve 
been eltj)OSed to lead at the 
acbool. · 

\he school on ltldce Ave· 
nue trom 3 to 4 p.m. In con· 
)WlCtlon with that, a blood 
scnenlna ror uninsured 
chUdren ages 6 and under 
will be hald from 2:30 to 
4:30 p.m. at the Omnl 
BuUdlna on Corlles Ave· 
nue. 

A rally and presa oon!er- The rally's IJUlliOse is to 
~ wW be hald ouuide raise awareness of the ex· 

lstence or lead at the for· 
mer school. and to pres· 
sure the sitt'5 owners · to 
clen lt. 'There will be an 
open microphone dwlng 
1M rally for public com· 
ment. A nurse will discuss 
the dangers ~a.l!.Jm-

•

l!.lald- ·- · 
rounder of BracUey 

Park Neighbors, which is 

orpnizi.n& both events. 
The group, dedicated to 

haVllle lead at the school 
remedillted, was . ronned 
about two months ago. Its 
members reel that local 
chUdftn may have been 
contaminated by We&ally 
h 1gb levels of I ead there. 
The school was tested by 
both the state and oounty 

health boards, and each 
found that lead levels In 
the rrcnt of the !IChool are 
much higher than law aJ. 
lows. 

The Monmouth County 
Board or Hea.lth said that 
because the site has "no 
tre.spsssinc" sians. it Is 
okay for the levels to be 
hl8)l. But 1-esldent.s argue 

that chUdren do not pay at· 
tentlon to the signs and 
play on the site regularly. 

- ' sa id the ~tate Board or Health has not 
only sa1d the level• •re 100 
hlsh but also se mer 

~\nd ll 
~rsaldthey 
must have the lead remedl· 
ated or tiM state could do it 
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Neptune group wants lead removed 

Published in the Asbury Park Press 8/15/00 

By VINCENT TODARO 
CORRESPONDENT 

Story SearchJ 

NEPTUNE -- A group of residents has formed a coalition to put pressure on the 
township to remediate lead contamination at the former Bradley Park School. 

About 15 people, calling themselves the Bradley Park Neighbors, met Aug. 8 at 
town hall to discuss solutions to tWo problems: how to get rid of the lead and 
how to have the fonner school used as recreational space for area youths. 

The New Jersey Department of Health and Senior Services inspected the 
property on Ridge Avenue on July 12 and found that paint in the front of the 
school had 10,000 parts per million of lead. State law allows for no more than 
400 parts per million to contain lead. 

The state also tested an area near a tree in the front of the school and a sandy 
area in the back. While neither had limits that are illegal, residents are 
questioning whether they are actually safe. 

The health department then contacted the state Department of Environmental 
Protection, which sent a letter to co-owner of · Lake, 
saying the property, was contaminated. It , the other 
owner, had 30 days to remediate the lead or the state do the J and charge 
them three times the cost. The 30 days expired Aug. 7, and the lead has still not 
been remediated, residents said. · 

Reached by telephone,- declined to comment on the matter. 

Residents said that children play on the front lot of the school. Children under 6 
are particularly vulnerable to lead poisoning because their organs are not fully 
developed yet, according to Paul Carbeny, a state-certified lead inspector. 
Children also absorb about 10 times as much of the lead taken in by their bOdies 
than adults do. 

Also at last week's meeting were Republican Connnitteeman Thomas Catley, a 
former Monmouth County assistant prosecutor, and Issaias Calderon Jr. and 
David Shotwell Jr., two Republicans who are seeking Township Committee 

http://www.injersey.com/news/app/story/0,211 0,295956,00.html 8/1/01 



I 
seats in the Nove. ~r election. 

"I campaigned last year on the need for recreation in the Bradley Park area and 
the health hazard it presents to the neighborhood," said Catley. "There's really not a site to build a playgroWld other than Bradley Park School. If Bradley Park 
School could be converted into a recreational area it would solve the two problems." 

Catley said he has been urging the Township Committee, which is made up of 
f<?ur Democrats and himself, to rernediate the health hazard, but ''nothing has really come out of that" 

"I would like to be part of this group and help move this along to a solution," he said ... 

The group was in large part organized by local acti 
credited her as being a "tireless worker." 

Catley 

Catley questioned why Mayor Kevin McMillan has said he has a conflict of 
interest due to a past relationship with- on the Boys and Girls Club of 
Monmouth County. Citing that relationship, the mayor has taken himself out of decisions on the school property. 

"He's no longer executive director of the Boys Club nor is- still on the 
board of directors," Catley said. "I don't know where the conflict is." 

Two residents of Ninth Avenue, said they were in favor of removing the lead gtvmg to besides the 
street. They were concerned, however, that if the property is purchased by the 
township and used for a recreational area, it might increase crime in the area 
Both said they have seen drug dealers in the area already. 

"If it is going to be turned into a recreational area, it should be well-lighted and 
locked at night, "-said. 

-said that-and- who have owned the former school since 1986, have left the township with an eyesore. She said she has helped many 
homeowners there successfully fLJe tax appeals because their homes have 
decreased in value and wants to encourage other owners to file. 

Shotwell said the group should look for children who may have already been 
banned by the lead. He said that if the owners realize they could be sued, they 
may decide to take actions to solve the problems. 

Published on August 15, 2000 

Copyrighl1997·2001 INJersey. 
Use allhis *signifies your agreemeniiO the T!!fl!lS of Sery;ce (upd<ited .C/21100). 
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Lead in. fomter· school 
focus of Neptune fight 
By VINCENT TODARO aren't fully developed yet. 

He said that whenever there are 

CORRESPOtiOENT 

NEPTUNE _ A disagreement haS lead chips present, there is also arisen between the township, resi· usually lead dust, which can be dents and oWl'lers of the former . blown to nearby areas. SPe'dley Park School over whether Mayor Kevin McMillan said he e site has levelS of lead that are . has taken himself off the matter be­dangerous ~d illegal, as well as a cause be has a conflict of Interest number of other code violations. due to a past association with one The Monmouth county Board of of the building's owners, although Health has confirmed that leveLs of he wouldn't say which one. lead in the paint are higher than Property owner -­what is safe, but has said the area said the site has no c~ does have "no trespassing" signs. and that he was told about two "But the building is open to tres· years ago by a Monmouth Count)' passers," said area resident and ac- agency that the site has some lead, tivist --"The area but not nearly enough to pose a is not ~lead) flakes health hazard. He said he could not also tum into dust and it blows out remember which agency told him of the area. They act as if it isn't the site was free of lead contamina· blowing." tion. but that, as far as he could "They (local children) are on the tell, the site is "perfectly safe ... property and there are no barriers He said that area children do use for them to not be on it," said Paul the site to play football, and that he Carberry, a local lead inspector and is oonsidertng fencing it in to keep risk assessor who is also a s tate- them away. · certifled lead abatement contractor. He also said he has been a "good The school, which was closed in neighbor" and let the township, as 1986. has been an issue for a few well as state troopers. use the prop­years because some residents wan·t erty for disaster drills. - - Is it to be purchased by the township the only person making an ISSUe . in order to provide recreational out of the property. he said, adding space. The residents say there is that she is simply angry that he not another area large enough tor would not a!low it to be used as a ball fields and other activities for food bank a few years ago. . children. · -~ said there was a plan a The township has negotiated few years ago for the township to with the two owners of the prop- use the property as recreational erty,--and-. space but that-: "ruined it." but ~ a ~lf "The town dOOS'iiOt have a play­the township does not purchase the ground because of _ .. he area, tesidents say it still needs to said. "She's an evil person. She's take action to remedy the 25 alleged against things just to be again.s~ code violations. things." ... - · said that children ·will -s said the township has ·i no~s pay attention to the ."no niiiii'DeT'of options, all of which it - trespassing" signs and, in fact, still has refused to take. She said It . ·play in the front lot of the school. could remediate the lead by enforc= She said that. some parents have ing code; do the remediation itself ~their children not to play at and charge the owners; condemn 'the property, so more of thein are the property as blighted; or trY to now playing games in the street. acquire the property through em.i• "They play · ball games - there nent domain. · . are sometimes a dozen out there at Carberry said the township could a tUDe. They often pull a portable have the lead "encapsulated .. - a net an~ put it ln the middle of the procedure whereby a liqUid coating street," s~e said. , · is sprayed on the lead-based paint; She . said tllat having children . which eliminates the hazard. He. PlaY in the street is unfair - and said that he has offered to do that unsafe- to them. . · without making' a profit, .and tllat Carberry, wbo Sl\.id he looked at the whole job would cost the towtl­·the site ~ 1998, said bis profes- .. ship less than $1.0,00(). ·. . . . l{( sio~ · opmkm was that. "if you Among the other alleged viol;i­have kids sitting there, they are in .tions are that the site Is a publlc grave r~k if they ing1!St or inhale nulsance, is dilapidated, is not any of that lead-based painl" sealed otr. contains asbestos, and ··-. ·'· Those 1:1J1der 6Jare at the worst has no warning of the lead·~ a 'sk he said, because their orun.~ n:lint :>N"nrrlino tn a· ...... ~~ . 
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State funds to help provide area for children to play 

DA a TL S'fiOtrJtJP'bo~DCt•~tr 

With 1-opHom lor rec~alion Spe<Je, S..mantba .PrCH:Ior, 1, jumps rope AS her sister, LA~,;,.be H~ersoa, 
IV, spiJoslhe rope outside their iOtll Annue home in Neptune, Joined b)' Nigel Flowers, 2, Asbury Perll.. 

I 

Playgroood may replace 
~E!l!ty Neptune school 

r,IIAO' MI,IIol()f<NI)IfTII RIIRP.AU ' ' 

0 n nice da,¥11, J~triM Proctor 
l"'tl<.• In rrnnt Dl her lOth 

AvcnU<- -home in Neptune instead of 
thn llrtvew:.y St> ht...- ch llllren can 
U.'le H ~~~ part oflltell· pl~y ~ce. 

" We're luclty we've ~~ A fenced· 
in )'"n l." ~tor SAid. 

llut for othM' ch tMren In the 
Bl'lldley PArk nel~:hborhooll. ''!.her&· 
i~ nowhere to go." shesaid. 

1'11111 may ch11n1:e ~nnn. 
1'ho township pl;tns to build a 

·smAll Jll/lyground on the Ridae Av~ 
nue property where the cira-19'20 
llrn41ey l'lork School curnnll)' 
SIAM~ between 9th aml I(Jih awe­
noes. 

" It will dtflnitel)' ~lp keep the 
ki<b olr the street." ~id Proctor . a 
mother of five who •I~ baby-sits 
ntlghborhood childn!n. 

Tile township has been awarded a 
stBte Cn:en Acres grant of S27G,OOO 
to f\Jnd the flrsl ph<ose or the project 
-- pr<lfiPrty acquisition and demoll· 
l ion or the school. said To..-nshlp 
Businc._• 1\dminist ratN Philip 
Hnhn. 

Huhn Ml•t he hr.pes t<> h01ve the 
property acquired :.nd the $ChOOI 
~uildlniJ demnli~hcd bY. mid-sum­
~r. 

Ne ighburhood ~ctivist.~ s11ch ~~ 

It (the 
. playgr()'Und) 
wiU definitely 
help_ ket;P the 
kids ojj the 

street. 

Ni,.l Tlowen, a, As ~loury Park. 
llle).a a buluJt 11114er tbe 

watchlllll'Yft of SatnaaUW 
ProetOf', bllbedriveway ol bel' 

Nept~meiiO-. 

ha~ pressed ror a~ Corti~ Avenue resident 
!ICJme 111M ror a sa fe place whfl'e Sllen'l Golf. 
childrm can play. 

"It has mken a Jon: 11- but I'm 
very happy about it." Aid. 

"Finally the children Rre goins to 
lulve ll c.ntral place to play within 
ullin I distance or their homes. n 

In JS97, - said. she b«ame 
vocal about gcttUlg a p~ygTOund 
after noticing that the "kids had to 
pla y in the street and that 

See Pri, Page 84 



Park 
Fl'om Pace at 

place (the SChool) wu Just staDdinc tllen-" 
Th~ first pbn was to leue the land for $1 a year, and use the exi$ting play area outsld!! the school. Allhouch the play area 11/U "just black lop," it would be an Improvement oYH' p~ In the st:reet. _,said. 

Yet shortly alter the land was teased by the township. officials dis~l'e4 lead-basl!d paint peelinc otr the school bulldlng. and the idea wu scrapped. 
Residents were a>neerned that lbe pajnt coald 1M! barmfW 'to c:blldrtn uing the play. grourul. and the owners of the fol"'l!er sdlool property were not conducive to DWI!nc re­pairs there. said Mayor Joseph Krimko. 

~ school has been aJ\ •eye. sore and a prob leru ror the nelehbomood." saicl Towns!llp CollllXIill«woman Patricia Monroe. 
Tbe GreeD Acres pl'OcraJD. admlnhten!d by tbe state Dt­paftment of £nyiroJIIDellfal Pro­teedon. will pl'OVide a uant for 15 peJ'Cellt ~ tbe property's ca.t 111111 a low lllterest Jean for tJw ~ 2$ pen:ellt, Mocuw said.. 

"'l'htre 

ASBURY PARK PRESS 
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The fonrer "Bradley 
do.>n for rrany yea1.~, in 
building is an eyesore. 

Lk E1err211tary School", 301 Pic .?.venue, ~ stooj clcs.:od 
the midst of our fawily-resid:ntial conmuaity. The It may 1-~e a public danger or public nuisanre a.o; v.ell. 

Please instruct Cbde Enforcerrent to irrutPcliately insp<:ct t:-.:ose pre.'T'j_se,.;, beth interior and exterior. Inspection :sh::>uld DicluC'e the taldn•] of neigh..':x:n-s' (.e:>;tin::ny. If violations are found, they rr.ust be mrrected. If not, ~ ask this 'Ibv.r13hip to protect our health, ,.;afety and -.~lfare by using all of i~ la\vful ;:-a.-.>crs to C<lU5e a :te!!ediatl.on -- mcludiilg, if neres:sary, eminent dcmain, ocnde.mna;;io,-,, s.ll fir1es and all penalties. Ple~e enforce Nepttme Code pro111.sians ll-~ .. 1, et-seq., 11-3.2, ll-3.3 and their underlying ordinances, ~XMI'ering tl-e 'Ib"vil15hip to do the :rerredia­tion and Chargeback the 1-e:sponsible party. Please enforce Orilinanoe #1461. 
v:e natire there is at least a possible violation of th<= follo,;ing provisions of ~ptune ':s &leA National Property Haintemmce Code: 

Chapter 3, FM-301, PH-301~.1, DEFINITIONS OF PUBLIC NUISi'.NCE: 2 - "attractive nuisance to Clu1J:1l'eri" (theY have no other pla<X! to play) 6- aretle.plUI!bing, heating and oU;er facilities intact and or:;erating? 7 - i,.; nbbi,.;h kept cleared a,.;ay? is the weed-giowth cut? 8 - "in a :state of dilapidation, deterioration or decay * * *or:en, vacant or abandomd * * * dang.;rou~ to ruJyou.e on or near the premise~." 

\ ... 
; 
c 

PM-301.3, Vacant Si.:ructure5: "~hall be H::.iintain-:!d in a. c .. ·lcai.1, 3a:::.! ~eC-.J.:t.-c a7ld j .san1.tary oondition :~~: * *so as not tc cause a blight.in(r problem.. .. . 1
' t·.Jur italic~) , 

Structures not in oorrpliance nrust be 11 .5ealed witJ1 1/2-ir.ch p]_y\ .. :ocd * * * painted wh.ite." IS THE LUILDING SEM . .:_:D? N'.E 'l'tlE f'OI\.RLG l'·l'?;\Cr AND PJI.IhTED? 
PM-305.4, Iead-Ba..o;ed Paint: The prop2rt\' must be "free fran peslinc;, chipping and fla}~l.Jlq pan1t" or ·c.he paint ~ill5t h.! "r.emo·?cd c-r CXY-..Tl:ed in ar. z.:--}J:.:..~cc,.;;..::J. r3.ru'ler." iead-yaint surfu.ce r.ust ~ 11icEntified by ap~)rc-~~d 1..\:a:r.ni.ns:~. . .. u 

Chaoter 7, Fire Safetv Jequirerrents, IT·1-703.2. 
Tax recordS mdicate the bUllding 1s l~omg used f"Jr stora:,e. Stora~ of "o:::xrbtuStible rubbish, ~t.ch as ,.,~tep2pc'r, boxes and :cags" Iill.St cr;nply ";it.~ tte Building Cbde and the Chapter 8 Fire hevention GX'e. hrlAT IS BETh'G S'IOFED THEFE, AND IS IT S'IORED SAFELY? Pt·1-7_~, Fire S'!J?Pressim System "shall be in proper operating wnditiw at all lilieS." IS SOCHA SYSTEH IN PLACE? IN PIDPER OPERhTING ffiNDITICN? 

PM-304 .19, "owner* *~hall be responsible t:o pain'c 
at tFe discreticn of tie inspector. • • " 

aver or ~ all graffiti, 

Pl>1-303.3, Sidewalks * * * shall be kept in a prcper state of repair * * " and maintaired free fran hazardous oonditim:s ••.• " PM-303. 7, Accessory :structures :such as f-ence~ shall be rroa.intained "structurally sound and in good repair. " 
PM-304.2, exterior painting: NO "peeling, flaking and chipped paint" PM-304.6, exterior walls to J:e'"free from holes, breaks, loose or rotting mater1.als and "prcperly :surface ooated * * * t:o prevent deteri9ration." 

IS'THERE PNi LAW EXCUSING SCME PIDPERI'YG/NERS FlU'1 CXJMPLIANCE? PLEASE, o::MMITI'EEl·EMBERS, HAVE 'IHIS INSPECTION UNDERI'l'.KEN IMMEDIATELY, li.ND REPORI' BACK TO US ON OR BEFORE JULY 20, 1998. 

The Ad Hoc Cbnmi.ttee 
Phone 774-0217 qfk ~ (l£?_(/~ ~ ~~t.j ~. ~ -<K,j~._:~·· 

w-to ~ ~ rr.rs ~ O)t/ ~ 1- , " ~. ~0 
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WHAT ITS AI.,I, ABQUT 

• Neptune Township admits that the Bradley Park area desperately needs a play space for children -and the old school property is the only parcel hig enough. 

• In 1986 they closed the school- it had "outrageous amounts" of toxic lead and 
a<:hestos. They sold it "cheap" tO two rich speculators,-and-· (NOTE: - :donates big bucks to politicians!) 

. • Since it's now privately owned, the big school playground, boug~t with our tax dollars, · is CLOSED TO OUR CHILDREN. OUR KIDS HAVE TO PLAY JN THE STREET. 

• SPrlng 1998: at our insistence, the Township got .•. - and. - to sign a $1-a-year lea.~ FOR THE PLAYGROUND ONLY. .. 

• 3 weeks later, the lease was cancelled BECAUSE OF THE TOXIC LEAD P AJNT. End of story, said the Township. 

• We found Mr. Paul Carberry, an expert. who offered to encapsulate (cover) the lead for ahout $6,000. 

• He inspected the school and told us that OUR NEIGHBORHOOD IS IN DANGER FROM THE LEAD-DUST BLOWTNG ON OUR GROUNDS AND PORCHES. 

• The BOCA Building Maintenance Code says that owners must remediate lead-paint dangers. The BOCA Code forbid<: a Jot of violations that are OBVlOUS at the old 
School. The school premises are a blight on the neighborhood, reducing property values and threatening our health. 1HE TOWNSHIP WON'T ENFORCE TIS OWN CODE 
against·.- and·-,! 
• This year we complained to the STATE BOARD OF HEALTH at Trenton. 

• They sent a Field Inspector to investigate ... 400 parts-per-million is pennissible for lead. Th~ fTont dripline at Hradley Park School has 10.000 parb-per-million! • 

' • THE STATE BOARD OF HEAL Til TIJRNED Tim CASE OVER TO THE STATE DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECfTON a~ a dangerou.~ site. 

• We are told by the State DEP that the owners have been given 30 days to design a 
VOUJNT AR Y cleanup plan. 

• If they don't, the State COULD do the cleanup themselves and chargeback the owners TiiREE TIMES THE COST OF CLEANUP. WiJJ they do that? We don' t know .. _ 

• TIIEY'RE FAR MORE LIKELY TO DO THAT if a neighborhood organization like FAMTLIES UNITED is keeping taM ... 
WHAT'S NEXT? Pbone 774-0217 

' · 
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BRADLEY PARK NEIGHBORs!!! 
WE'RE INTO ANOTHER LONG HOT 

SUMMER 

BREAll-fiNG LEAD-DUST FROM THE OLO BRADLEY PARK SCHOOL. 

WATCHING OUR KIDS PLAY IN THE STREET BECAUSE THE SCHOOL' S PLAYGROUND IS LOCKED UP ... 

SEEING OUR PROPERTY VALUES GO WAY DOWN BECAUSE THE OLD SCHOOL IS AN EYESORE ... 

TOWNSHIP GOVERNMENT CAN HELP­
AND .wE CAN HELP OURSELVES!!! 

*CO:rv!E TO A ROUND-TABLE DISCUSSION 
TUESDAY, AUGUST 8, 6 TO 7 P.M. 

AT THE NEPTUNE MUNICIPAL BUILDING 
AT 25 NEPTUNE BLVD., IN THE MAYORS 

CONFERENCE ROOM. 

FOR MORE INFORMATION CALL F ArvflLIES UNITED AT 

TOGETHER WE CAN MAKE A DIFFERENCE!! I 

----- -·-····· --



Bradley Park School: HERE 1 S WHAT YCXJ NEED '!0 J<Nai/ 

* Nepture's own 1997 RFX:REATION PLAN lists Bradley Park as the Nurri:Jer 1 

area in need of a place for children to pl<y. 

* The sare Plan seys that, in this built-up area, there is LITTLE RXM 

FOR A PlAYGroUND OI'HER THAN BJWjrny PARK SCBOOL. 

* NEVERTHErESS, WHEN THE SCH:XlL cr.DSED IN 19 86, 'lllEY SJLD IT 'IO PRIVATE 

SPEOJIA'IOFS FDR $100, 000. 

* Since then, our children have had to play in the street while the 

big playgra.md is barred to ttem. (That we bought and paid for). -
* March/April 1998: ve urged the Town.5hip OJrrmi ttee to ask the owners 

if our kids can use the playground. 

* May 1998: Gc:od news! The Township O::mni ttee announced it had SIGNED 

A $1-A-YEAR lEASE WI'IH THE G'INERS! Qllldren =uld use the playground 

THIS SlM1!R! 

* Three weeks later, bad news: the Township Ccmni ttee announced they 

had 'lORN UP THE LE1\SE because trere is lead paint at the school. 

End of story, they !!aid. 

* ve didn't accept that. Why not fix the problem? We found an e><pert -
who can cb that. May 22, 1998, we net at the !!chool with~ expert, with 

OJrrmitteeman McMillan, with &Jire neighbors and a neW!! reporter and about a 

dozen young people, ages 13 to lB. 

* '!he expert made tests. He determined that the school i"' A 01\N:iER 

'ID THE ENriRE NEIGHOOR!DCD f,ran'J'lying lead-paint chip!! and dust! 

The expert told the Town!!hip Cartnittee that, for $12,000, he can 

make the !!chool safe for EVERYBUJY by a prcx:ess called "encapsulation" (seal­

ing in the lead paint). 

* So what did the '!mYnship carmittee tell us? in effect? 

**** It's the :re!!ponsibility of the owner. End of !!tory. 

**** Bradley Park children have waited this long, they can 

wait lon~r ••• 

THE 'lCWN FATHEFS IDN' T CARE ABOUl' US. Bur IF WE JOIN 'IOGE'IHER AND YELL AND 

KEEP ON YEJ.IJNG, WE 0\N MilKE THEM 0\RE. 
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URS Greiner Woodwara Clyde 
A Division of URS Corpor'ation 

January 18, 1999 

Alfred Tavares 
Project Engineer, Planning 
Bureau of Mobility Strategies . • 
NJDOT 
CN600 
1035 Parkway Avenue 
Trenton, New Jersey 08625 

RE: Route 33 Safety Improvement Study 

Dear Al: 

, 

I V ,..___ 

One Penn Plaza. Suite 610 
New York. NY 10119-0698 
Tel: 212.736.4444 
Fax: 212.629.4249 

Offices Worldwide 

Enclosed are the raw results of the capacity analysis for the five main intersections of the 
Route 33 corridor. I have not prepared a formal write-up because I need further direction 
from you. 

The first intersection I analyzed was Ridge Avenue. Unfortunately, it went from a LOS 
"D" under existing conditions to a LOS "B" with the three-lane section improvement. It 
was this initial analysis that I based my opinion on that the three-lane section would work 
for the whole corridor. This did not turn out to be the case. 

Projected future traffic volumes were developed using the land use study prepared in the 
original CMS report for the newly generated traffic resulting from development and 
redevelopment of properties along the corridor. Year 2018 base traffic volumes were 
taken from data contained in a letter you sent to Warren S. Howard in October 1995. 
These data included design hour volumes for Route 33 and certain approaches to Route 
33 from the side streets. There were also turning movement diagrams for the peak hours 
for 2018 for all the inte,rsections in the study corridor. These two sets of data were used 
to project the 2018 volumes. , 

Five figures are enclosed showing the turning movement volumes for each of the five 
intersections analyzed for the PM Peak Hour. 

The enclosed table shows LOS for existing conditions, the three-lane section 
improvement and the five-lane section improvement. With the projected future volumes, 
all of the intersections have poor Levels of Service. _.Four of them are LOS "F' or worse 
and one (Ridge A venue) is LOS "D"- The three-lan,e _iplprovement is adequate for the 
intersections of Ridge Avenue and for the intersectllm Wftlr'Route 71. The other. three 
intersections operate at LOS "D" or "E" because theflt~~f\~l:)eeded to 

~~MOBIUlY· . /O 
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Mr. Alfred Tavares 
January 18, 1999 
Page2 

URS Greiner Woodward Clyde 

handle the increased volume. With the five-Jane section, these three intersections should 
operate at LOS "B" or "C". 

I need to know what you want me to do from here. Are Levels of Service "D" and "E" 
acceptable? Are the projected future volumes too conservatively high? What do you 
need in the way of a report or write-up? 

I have not had a chance to prepare that letter requesting additional fee for the additional 
work effort. I will get that to you before the end of the week. 

Yours truly, 

UPS Greiner WoPdward Clyde 

tli-~ 
Arthur B. Pratt, P.E. 
Director, Transportation Systems 

cc: D. Schellinger 
R Leonetti 




